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.Also, a bill ( H. R. 6501) granting a pension to George A. 

Ryan· to the Committee on Pensions . 
.AJ.s~, a bill (H. R. 6502) granting an increase of pension to 

Robert F. Thorn; to the Committee on In>alid Pensions. . 
Also. a bill (H. R. 6503) granting an incrense of pension to 

William Duffus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) granting an increase of pension to 

Peter Dowdle· to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\fr. COOPER: A bill (H. U. 6505) g~·anting an inc~ease of 

pension to. Thomas Hayes; to the Committee on Invahd Pen
sions. 

By Mr. CURRY: .A bill (H. R. 6u06) for the relief of James 
T. McKenney; to the Comfnittee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension to 
Mary McBride· to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (II. R. 6508) for the relief of 
Joseph B. Riley, alias Thomas B. Keesy; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 6509) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter S. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions . 

.Also, a. bill (H. R. 6510) granting an jncrease of pension to 
Sylvester Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: .A bill (H. R. 6511) granting an in
crease of pension to John W. Scott; to the Committee . on In
-valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAl\ULL: A bill (H. R. 6512) granting a pension to 
.Alicia J. Flynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 6513) granting an increase 
of pension to Zylpha Raymond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6514) grant
ing an increase of pension to James Herman; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK : .A bill ( H. R. 6515) for the relief of 
John Farrell; to the Committee on l\Iilitary .Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania,: A bill ( H. R. 6516) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Dugan ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 6517) granting an increase of pension to 
Regina Allison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 6518) granting an 
increase of pension to · Calvin C. Hussey; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase of pension to 
Adeline M. Hannaford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6520) to correct pension cer
tificate No. 678122, issued by the Commissioner of Pensions on 
the 1st day of .April, A. D. 1909, to Margaret Barron, as guar
dian of ·Mary W. Barron, a minor child of Mahlon Barron, de
ceased, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-seventh Regi
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, entitling said minor child 
to a pension under the act of June 27, .A. D.' 1890, until it at
tained the age of 16 years, beginning on the 17th day of .August, 
A. D. 1908, so as to entitle the said child to such pension be
ginning on the 22d day of July, A. D. 1907; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6521) grant
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo Dyke; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of-pension to 
W. H. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a ·bill (H. R. 6523) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Thomas ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) to reimburse l\Iartha A. Walker 
for the loss of certain property; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6526) granting a pension to 
Robert A. Talbott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to 
-Robert Layman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut:· A bill (H. R. 6528) granting 
an increase of pension to Polly Taylor; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie C. Downs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 6530) for the relief of 
Michael F. O'Hare; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (Il. R. 6531) for the relief of Paul Butler; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 6532) granting a pension to 
Susan E. Nash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6533) granting a pen
sion to Emma Ewing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC . 
Under clause 1 of Rule LTII, petitions and papers were Jaid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows_: 
By l\lr. BARCHFELD : Petition of stock.holding employees of 

the United States Steel Corporation and subsidiary companies, 
protesting against the passage of legislation for the dissolution 
of the United States Steel Co.; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of the Texas Bankers' As
sociation, Galveston, Tex., favoring the passage of the Newlands 
bill for the Government to control the waters of the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries; to the Comn:µttee on Rivers and 
Harbors. ' 

By l\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for -
the relief of the estate of Robert Dinkins; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the Stinwinder Wine Co. and the 
Missouri Wholesale Liquor Dealers' .Association, of St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting against the passage of the sweet-wine bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of the First National Bank of 
Corvallis, Oreg., relutive to certain changes in the monetary sys
tem; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By l\Ir. HINDS: Petition of J. and C. Gray, P. E. Priest, and 
W. H. Soper, committee of the business men of Colon, Me., fa
voring a duty on paper and asking for the repeal of that part of 
the Canadian reciprocity act which admits paper free of duty; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. , 

By l\Ir. KEISTER. Petitions of 146 stockholding employees 
of the Buckeye Mine, 262 of the Southwest No. 3 Mine, 101 of 
the Central Mine, 386 of Baggaley Mine, 295 of the Hecla No. 2 
Mine, 261 of the Alverton Mine, 175 of the Dorothy Mine, 660 of 
the Standard Mine, 190 of the Scotdale Mine, 304 of the United 
Mine, 302 of the Southwest No. 1 Uine, 277 of the Marguerite 
Mine, 251 of the Cakmet Mine, 253 of the Brinkerton Mine, 88 
of the Mammoth Mine, 112 of Le Mutual Mine, 448 of the 
Hecia Nos. 1 and 3 Mines, 53 of the Southwest No. 2 Mine, all 
of ' the H. C. Frick Coke Co.; 365 of the Whitney Mine and 344 
of the Hostetter Mine; of the Hostetter-Connellsville Coke Co., 
protesting against a dissolution of the United States Steel Cor
poration; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. HOWELL: Petition of the board of governors of the 
Commercial Club of Salt La}\e City, favoring providing ade
quate quarters for our foreign representath·es; to the Com
mittee on Fvreign .Affairs. 

By Mr. LE~Y: Petition of sundry, citizens of '.rurlock, Cal., 
protesting against the passage of aily legislation for the di>er
sion of the waters of the watershed of the 'l'uolumne River; to 
the Coll1I!1Htee on Irrigation of .A.rid Lands. 

Also, petition of D. Boosing, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the 
passag€' of a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. · 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Charles D. Boyles, vice president 
of the Hoboken Shore Road, Hoboken, N. J., favoring the pas
sage of House bill 1723, for the purpose of improving the Con-
sular Service ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By l\Ir. SMITH of Idaho: Petition of the city council of 
Boise City, Idaho, favoring the passage of legislation granting 
to Boise City the Boise Barracks for park and other bene>olent 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Ry Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the National Eclectic Medical 
.Association, protesting against the establishment of a national 
department of health; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 27, 1913. 

The Senate met at '2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings when, on request of Mr. STONE and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour
nal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE . 

.A message from the House of Representatives, b_y J. C. South, ' 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol
lowing bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate : 

H. R. 1966 . .An act to amend an act entitled ".An act to pro
hibit the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal 
);>urposes," approved February 9, 1909; 

H. R. 6282 . .An act to provide for the registration of, with 
co11ectors of internal revenue, and to impose a special tax upon 

' 
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all persons who produce, import, manufacture,. compound, deal 
in, dispense, sell, distribute, or give away opium or coca leaves, 
their salts, deri>atives, or preparations, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution appropriating $4,000 to de
fray traveling expenses of soldiers of the Civil War, now re
siding in the District of Columbia, from Washington. D. C., 
to Gettysburg, Pa., and return; and 

H. J. Res. 98. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
1War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate Vet
erans' Reunion. to be held at Brunswick, Ga., in July, 1913. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the establishment on 
the Pacific coast of an agency of the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce, Department of Commerce, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I present a joint resolution of the 
•Legislature of Wisconsin, which I ask may be printed in the REc
mm~ and refen-ed to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Joint resolution memorializing Congress to amend section 5219 of the 

Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the taxation by the 
s everal States of sh.ares of stock in national banking associations. 

. Whereas under the provi<iions of the national banking act the several 
States are pe.rmitted to include all the shares in any national bank
ing association in the valuation of the personal property of the owner 
or holder of such shares in assessing taxes imposed by the authority 
of the State within which the association is located ; and 

,Whereas it is the policy of· this State to substitute for the system of 
direct personal property taxation upon intangible property a system 
of income taxation ; and 

.Whereas it is but just and right that all corporations engaged in bank
ing should be assessed in the same manner and at the same rate as 
domestic coI"porations whose income is derived from intangible prop
erty and moneyed capital : Therefore be it 
Resolved by the assembly (the senate ooncurr,in.g), That we respect

fully memorialize the Conb'ress of the United States so to amend the 
national banking act as to permit those States in which a system of in
come taxation shall have been substituted in whole or in part for direct 
personal-property taxation upon intangible property to assess and tax 
the income of national banking associations in the same manner and 
at the same rate as shall be provided in respect to the income of 
domestic corporations derived from intangible property or moneyed 
capital : Be it further 

R esolved, That a copy of the foregoing be immediately' transmitted 
b y the secretary of state to the President of the United States, the 
President of the Senate of the United States, the Speaker of the Honse 
of Represent atives, and to each of the Senators and Representatives of 
this Sta te. 

MERLIN HUL-L, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

H. c. MA.RTIN, 
President of the Senate. 

C. Fl SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of ·the Asseni bly. 

F. M. WYLIE, 
Ohief Glerk of the Senato. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and refer.red as follows : 

By l\Ir. STERLING: 
A bill ( S. 2651) providing for the purchase and disposal of 

certain lands containing kaolin, kaolinite, fuller's earth, and 
· other minerals within portions of Indian reservations hereto
fore opened to settlement and entry; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRISTOW; 
A bill ( S. 2652) granting a pension to Mary A. Pierce; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CLAPP: 
A bill ( S. 2653) for the relief of the Medawakanton and 

Wahpakoota Bands of Sioux Indians, otherwise known as the 
Santee Sioux Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 2654) · granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Graham; and 

A bill ( S. 2655) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
·compton; to the Committee on Pen8i_ons. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

1\Ir. STONE. 1\Ir. President, I present the conference report 
on House bill 1917, the Indian appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The report has already been read in full. 

I ask unanimous consent that it be not read again. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading will be dispensed 

with, if there be no objection. 
l\l1y. STONE. Mr. President, I was going to ask that the 

reading of the report be dispensed with, for the reason that it 
was printed this morning in the RECORD of the House proceed
ings, and for the further reason that a printed copy of the 
report has been laid on the desk of each Member of the Senate. 
However, I wish to make a very brief statement, that it may 

appear in the IlECOR1>. On yesterday I presented this report, 
and found after the reading of it had been commenced that 
through the error of a tenographer who had written it up one 
of the amendments had been omitted, and I asked to withdraw 
it that the correction might be made. I again presented it, and 
on being interrogated by the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
FALL] I stated that another error in the report had been dis
covered, and I withdrew it the second time. That was my mis
take. The item about which the Senator from New 1\Iexico 
inquired, as a matter of fact, was already incorporated. 

I desire, in justice to the clerks of the Senate committee, to 
say that the mistake at that time was my own entirely. I will 
take this occasion to say that I think those officials are among 
the most efficient in the service of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, if there is nothing more to be said, I 
move that the report of the conference committee be agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, · before the vote is taken 
011 agreeing to the conference report, I wish simply to say that 
yesterday I interrogated the Senator from Missouri [l\Ir. STONE] 
as to whether or not any new matter had been inserted in the 
conferehce report. The Senator gave· assura11ces that so far as 
he knew no new matter had been incorporated in the report. I 
have examined it with a good deal of care, Mr. President, and 
I find that while there are one or two inconsequential matters 
that might be questioned the report is not subject to any criti
cism on that point . 

There is one other matter, Mr. President, I want to call 
attention to. When the bill was under consideration in the 
Senate a paragraph was in the House bill reading as follows. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On what page? 
Mr. GALLINGER. On page 4: 
For the suppression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors and peyote 

among Indians, $100.000. 

The Senate committee recommended that the words "and 
peyote" be stricken out. I took occasion to inquire what 
peyote was, believing that very few Senators had any more 
knowledge on the subject than I had. The Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. FALL] gave what he thought was a correct defini
tion of the term, saying, in substance, that it was a medicinal 
plant that the Indians use for purposes of exhilaration if not 
intoxication. The explanation was satisfactory to me, but in 
the morning mail I received a letter from. Frank W. Clancy, 
an old friend of mine, who was a Delegate from the Territory 
of New Mexico some years ago and who is now the attorney 
general of the State of New Mexico. Mr. Clancy, having noticed 
the inquiry I made, in this letter illumiruttes the subject, and 
I am going to ask consent to have it read for two purposes. 
First, for the purpose of informing all Senators as to precisely 
what this herb is; and, second, for the pui·pose of testing the 
well-known abilities of our accomplished reading clerk to cor
rectly pronounce a good many words he will find in the letter. 
I ask unanimous consent that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
STATE OD' NEW MEXICO, 

OFFICE OF THE ATTOnNEY GENERA.L , 
Santa Fe, June t3, 1913. 

Hon. J". H. GALLINGEJt, 
Uni ted States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: In recent dispatches I have noticed that on the floor of 
the Senate you asked for information as to what " peyote " is, and 
while the answer given is correct as far as it goes, It was not sufficient 
to give you a full idea of the character and uses of this plant. It i , 
of course, not a matter of great practical Importance, but someti mes a 
man may take greater interest in such things than in those of more 
serious import and I can imagine that your professional experience 
might prompt you to a desire to have knowledge of such danger ous 
vegetable growths. 

The word is not Spanish and I do not believe that It can be found 
in any standard Spanish dictionary. I have examined at least three 
without findin" It. The only place where I have .found anything about 
it is in the .5'iccionarlo de Aztequlsmos, a very remarkable work b"f 
Cecilio A. Robelo, of Cuernavaca. He gives it in two ways, " peyote ' 
and "piote," the original word being "peyotl." He defines it as being 
a medicinal plant which has various and pleasing (or perplexing) uses, 
and says that some medical men consider It a substitute for cocai.ne. 

In a note as to this word he says that Father Sa?lagfin, speaking 
of certain herbs which n.re intoxicating, says, "There is another herb 
like prickly pears which is called peiotl.,. is white, and grows toward tho 
northern por tions; those who eat or ru·ink it see visions terrifying or 
laughable; this drunkenness lasts two or three days and then stops ; 
and It is a common food or the Chlchimecas, as it nourishes them and 
a-Ives · courage to fight and takes ·away fear, thirst, and hunger; and 
they any it guards them against all danger." The author further says 
that Dr. Hernandez alone enumerates two kinds of peyote, that of 
Xochimilco and that of Zaca tecas; but at the present tlIDe it ha been 
found in many parts of the Republic. In their physiological effects they 
are quite different. Pharmacy has extracted from the peyote ot 
Zacatecas (An lzalonium lctui n ii) as many as f our alkaloids. The In
dians of Tepic use It as a strengthening medicine. The~ rub themselves 
with the ground root along the joints (or al'ticulations , and thus they 
are able to travel great distances without fatigue. t is also stated 
that the technical Latin names for this plant, evidently of several 
varieties of it, are Anhaloni um fissttratum, .tl.nhaloni um toill i amsi., 
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Senecio callophyllusf Senec-io cardiophyllus, Senecio peta.sitis, Senecio 
harticegii, and Coty edon crespitosa. 

The effects of peyote are so serious that the Spanish authorities 
prohibited its use, us will appear by reference to one of the old Spanish 
archives which are now in the Library of Congress, which contains the 
record in eight folios of a prosecution against an Indian of Taos for 
having drnnk the herb called peyote. The record of thi proceeding 
covers 9 or 10 days, .!rom Februayy 3, 1720, to February 12, 17~0, and 
ls numbered 306 in an index which was made by Prof. Bandeher, but 
the at"rangement and numbering in the Library of Congress are dilfer
ent. If you ·have any curiosity about it you can readily obtain a copy 
or translation, or both, from tbe Library. It is many years since I saw 
this document and I do not recall any of the details, but remember only 
tbat it was clearly a criminal offense for the Indians to make use of 
peyote. · 

Yours, very truly, FRANK w. CLANCY. 
Ur. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to express my 

gratification at the charming and satisfactory manner in which· 
the reading clerk read that document. 

I wish further to say, Mr. President, that had I received that 
letter before we agreed to strike out the w:ords " and peyote" in 
the Indian appropriation bill I think I should have made a 
strenuous effort to have retained them. Manifestly it is a 
dangerous drug. It seems that it makes Indians " see visions," 
and we all know what people are liable to do when they see 
v1s10ns. But as the matter has prog1·essed. to the point of 
having a. conference report submitted, and it is impossible to 
make any amendment to the bill, I will content myself by 

._cxpres ing gratification that it has been my privilege to give 
so much instruction to the Senate as to what peyote really is. 

Mr. STONE. I should think, Mr. President, that anything so 
mystelious as that described. in that letter ought to appear 
in some bill somewhere. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, in view of the fact that my ex
planation of the ordinary use of peyote brought forth this 
learned paper from a gentleman for whom I have the very 
hig.ijest respect as a legal authority, I will say that if I had 
known that peyote had so many different names I might possibly 
have been more impressed with the subject myself.. 

Peyote, as it is called in our southwestern country, is a 
prickly pear. It is the bud of the prickly pear. I have never 
heard that it had any cocaine nor was it so claimed by the 
surgeons or physicians in the Indian Department who have 
investigated the matter, but it undoubtedly has some intoxicat
ing effect. It is used in religious observances. 

Mr. STOl\TE. I renew my motion, Mr. President, that the 
conference report be agreed to. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose 
of delaying action on the bill more than a single moment. 
I know that the chairman of the committee bas been most 
patient in his work·; I simply wish to express my disapproval 
of the language as it is expressed 1n the report in changing 
section No. 26-

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On what page? 
Mr. GRONNA. It 1s on page 89 of the bill 
l\fr. STONE. Will the Senator advise me again to what 

amendment he refers, 1 Afr. GRONNA. I refer to section 26, the new section added 
by the Senate committee. 

While I do not intend to delay the adoption of the report, 
I simply want to express my disapproval of the change of that 
amendment. 

l\Ir. STERLING. Mr. President, I do not rise to oppose at 
all, or to obstruct in any way, the adoption of the report, but 
in view of my connection with an amendment introduced, which 
was adopted by the Senate and which was stricken out in the 
conference, I wish to call attention to some statements that 
have been made in the RECORD. I refer to the amendment pro
viding for the payment of the claim of the heirs of John W. 
West. 

I find, on referring to the RECORD of the 20th, during the 
course of some remarks by Congressman BURKE, of South 
Dakota, this colloquy : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware that the John W. 

West claim, which has been defeated several times 1n this House, has 
been put on tbis bill? 

1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. I understand that it is one of the 
amendments. 

The Indian appropriation bill was then under discussion in 
the other House, and inquiry was being made as to certain 
amendments which had been adopted by the Senate. This is 
the colloquy with reference to this particular amendment. 

Mr. President, the statement implied in the question and in 
the answer is altogether misleading, and, in order that no 
person may be misled in the future in the other House or in the 
Senate in case this amendment should ever again be intro
duced, I wish briefly to call attention to an abstract of the 
record in regard to this claim. Instead of this amendment as 

it appears here having been defeated several times in the other 
House, as might be inferred from this colloquy, this, in a few 
words, is the history of the .claim in the other House and in · 
~e Senate : The bill has been many times before Congress. It 
was before Congress at every session from the Forty-eighth to 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, both inclusive. During the Fiftieth 
Congress the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], 
then a Member of the House, introduced the bill and it was · 
favorably reported by the committee, but no action was taken 
by the other House, no vote being reached. . 

In the Fifty-fourth Congress H. R. 4515 was reported from 
the committee unanimously and favorably by Mr. Little, of 
Arkansas. 

As to the other bills introduced during these several Con
gresses, they were referred to committees, and there were no 
reports upon them. No other bills covering this matter were 
introduced until the Sixty-first Congress, and then there was 
the only adverse report ever made on this bill. 

Why was that adverse report made? The bill was not con
sidered on its merits at the time. The report shows that the 
evidence submitted at that time was incomplete and frag
mentary. While there was then a subcommittee appointed to 
consider the bill, the subcommittee never made a report on the 
bill; at least, it never made any written report. If ther-e was 
a report made, it was simply an oral report to the full com~ 
mittee. 

A bill was introduced in the Sixty-second Congress, referred 
to a subcommittee, and received a. unanimous report at the 
hands of that subcommittee and was favorably reported to the 
House. Another bill was introduced and favorably reported by 
a subcommittee in January, 1913, but the bill never reached 
a vote in the other House. It was then agreed that the matter 
should be referred to the Court of Claims. The agreement 
made at that time was a comprom1se agreement reached in the 
House committee, the bill having passed the Senate in the 
shape of an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

It was not, however, referred. to the Court of Claims. It 
came before the Senate in this Congress first in a bill introduced 
by myself; secondly, in an amendment to an appropriation bi1l 
submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMnER], 
and then as an amendment finally proposed by myself to an 
appropriation bill. • 

What, then, has been its course in the Senate? It passed first 
in the Sixty-first Congress, once as a bill and again as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. It passed the Senate twice 
in the Sixty-second Congress, and passed once again in the 
Senate in the Sixty-third Congress. 

So it has been reported favorably not less than four times 
by a House committee and has passed the Senate five times. 

I think this makes a complete answer to the statement that 
this bill has been several times defeated. 

Now, Mr. President, I simply want to submit in connection 
with what I have said a short extract from the report of the 
House subcommittee that last passed upon this bill, that report 
having been made in January, 1913, and will ask to have it 
printed in connection with what I have said. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, that will 
be done. 

The extI·act referred to is as follows: 
This judgment or award, final and conclusive under the treaty and 

binding upon all parties, has never been paid. The doctrine of res 
adjudicata clearly applies to tbis award, whether considered from a 
judicial, executive, or legislative point of view. That doctrine amounts 
simply to this, that a cause of action once finally determined be
tween the parties on the merits by a competent tribunal can not 
afterwards be litigated by a new proceeding either before the same or 
any other tribunal (100 Mass., 409) ; it is a general principle that a 
decision by a court of competent jurisdiction of matters put In issue 
by the pleadings ls binding and conclusive upon all other courts of 
concurrent power and between the parties and their privies (168 U. S., 
48) ; and it is a principle of public policy as well as a matter of private 
right (34 N. J. Eq., 535). 

The rate of interest fixed in the bill, namely, 5 per cent per annum, 
is the same rate allowed the Cherokee Nation on its claims against 
tbe United States Government, arising in part out of the same treaty, 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in Cherokee Nation 11. 
United States (202 U. S., 101), wherein the court allowed interest from 
the date the Government took the property of the Cherokee Nation. 

The United States was a party to the treaty. It guaranteed ful
fillment of tbe treaty frovisions. The commission was appointed pur
suant to the terms o the treaty. The award was regularly made. 
By the terms of the treaty it was a finality. The Government of the 
United States can not now shirk its responsibility, particularly as 
two Secretaries of the Interior-the officer of this Government whose 
duty it is to supervise such matters, and men whose legal ability and 
fairness all men must concede-examined into the award with care 
and approved it in all respects. The Government of tbe United States 
is in honor bound to see tbat this award is paid. 

There has been no negligence on the part of the claimants in prose
cuting their claim. They are not in fault. The delay in tbe payment 
of the award has been due to the failure of the House of Representa
tives to concur in legislation directing its payment, which has fre
quently come before it for action. On account of the long delay, for 
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which Congress alone is responsible, your. committee urges . action at 
this session in order that the beneficiaries-Cherokee Indians-who 
have already waited for justice at our bands for many years, may 
no longer be subjected to the injustice which they have so long endured 

A. W. RUCKER. 
H. T . HELGESE~. 
THOMAS F. KOXOP. 

The VICE PRESIDEXT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to, as follows : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1917) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other pur
poses, for the fiscal year ending June 3-0, 1914, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 8, 
13, 14, "1.6, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 3-0, 31, 38, 40, 41, 45, 46, 
and 50. 

That the House recede from its disagreements to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18, 
27, 32,_ 34, 37, 39, 42, 43, 44, 47, 48, 49, 52, and 54, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disa O'reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 
and bagree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the amendment proposed insert the following: 

"Provided. That hereafter upon the determination of the 
heirs of a deceased Indian by the Secretary of the Interior 
there shall be paid by such heirs or from the estate of such 
deceased Indian or deducted from the proceeds from the sale of 
the land of the deceased allottee or from any trust funds be
lon O'in,.,. to the estate of the decedent, the sum of $15, to cover 
theb co~t of determining the heirs to the estate of the said de
ceased allottee, which amount shall be accounted for and paid 
into the Treasury of the United States and a report made 
annually to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior on or 
before the first :Monday in December of all moneys collected 
and deposited as herein directed." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 11: . That the. House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
the proposed amendment strike out the word " thorough"; and 
in lines 36 and 37 of the amendment strike out the words " at 
the second session of" and insert the word "dming"; and in 
line 43 of the proposed amendment strike out " $50,000 " and 
insert " $25,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11!: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11!, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
the proposed amendment, after the word " completed," insert 
the word "separate"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered lli: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered lli, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 15 of 
page 4 of the proposed amendment, strike out the words " Sec. 
2." at the beginning of the line, and in line 17 of page 4 of the 
proposed amendment strike out the words "Sec. 3." at the be
ginning of the line, and in line 1 of page 5 of the yr~posed 
amendment, strike out the words "Sec. 4." at the begrnnmg of 
the line; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert " $325,000 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
the proposed amendment strike out the words " the balance " 
and insert " $50,000 " ; and in lines 3, 4, and 5 of the proposed 
amendment strike out the words "or which shall hereafter be 
deposited to their credit, including the proceeds from the sale of 
surplus lands"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
tlle amendment proposed insert the following: 

"SEC. 13. For support and education of 400 Indian pupils at 
the Indian school at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for pay of super
intendent, $68,600; for general 1·epairs and improvements, $5,000; 
new buildings, $15,000; in all, $88,600." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amendment proposed insert the following: " For support and 
education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, $51,900; for general 
repairs and improvements, $6,000; for water supply, $1,600; for 
girls' dormitory, $18,000; in all, $77,500 "; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fo1lows: In lieu of 
the amendment proposed insert the following: " For support and 
education of 2-00 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Wahpeton, 
N. Dak., and pay of superintendent, $35,20-0; for general repairs 
and improvements, $5,000; for addition to barn, $2,500; for 
dairy cows, $1,000; in all, $43,700 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, ·and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 9 of 
the proposed amendment strike out the word " five" and insert 
"four" in lieu thereof; and in line 17 of the amendment strike 
out the period and insert a colon, and insert the following : 
"Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized in his discretion to grant to settlers a preference 
right to purchase for 90 days from and after notice, at the ap
praised price, exclusive of improyements, such lands as were 
occupied by such settlers in good faith ·on January 1, 1913 "; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by the amendment of 
the Senate insert the following : " That the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized in his discretion to extend each 
of the deferred payments on the town lots of the north addi
tion to the city of Lawton, Okla., one year from the date on 
which they become due under existing law: Provided, That no 
additional extension shall be granted: And provided furthet, 
That no title shall issue to any such purchaser until all de
ferred payments, interest, and taxes have been made as pro
vided in the act of March 27, 1908 (35 Stat., p. 49), and the 
act of February 18, 19-09 (35 Stat., p. 637)"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
proposed amendment of the Senate, insert the _following: "A 
commission consisting of two members of the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to be appointed by the chairman of said com
mittee, and two Members of the House of Representatives, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, is hereby created for the purpose of 
investigating the necessity and feasibility of establishing, equip
ping, and maintaining a tuberculosis sanitarium in New Mexico 
for the treatment of tuberculous Indians, and to also investi
gate the necessity and feasibility of procuring impounded waters 
for the Yakima Indian Reseryation or the construction of an 
irrigation system upon said reservation, to impound the waters 
of the Yakima River, Washington, for the reclamation of the 
lands on said reservation and for the use and benefit of the 
Indians of said reservation. That said commission shall have 
full power to make the investigations herein provided for, and 
shall have authority to subprena and compel the attendance of 
witnesses, administer oaths, take testimony, incur expenses, 
employ clerical help, and do and perform all acts necessary to 
make a thorough and complete investigation of the subjects 
herein mentioned, and that said commission shall report to Con
gress on or before January 1, 1914: Provided, That one-half of 
all necessary expenses incident to and in connection with the 
making of the investigation herein provided for, including trav
eling eA-penses of the members of the commission, shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives and 
one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers 
therefor signed by the chairman of the said commission, who 
sha11 be designated by the members of the said commission." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
the proposed amendment insert the word " actually " after tbe 
word " land" and strike out " $400," in line 7 of the amend
ment, and insert ." $250" in lieu thereof, so as to read as fol
lows: 

"That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authol·ized to purchase for the Skagit Tribe of lndiant in the 
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State of Washington the tract of land actually used by them as 
a tribal burial ground, and there is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $250, or so much thereof as may be ne9essary, to carry out 
this provision." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amendment proposed insert the following: 

"SEC. 26. On or before the 1st day of July, 1914, the Secre
tary of the Interior shall cause a system of bookkeeping to be 
installed in the Bureau of Indian Affairs, which will afford a 

1 ready analysis of expenditures by appropriations and allotments 
and by units of the service, showing for each class of work or 
activity carried on the expenditures for the operation of the 
service, for repairs and preservation of property, for new and 
additional property, salaries and wages of employees, and for 
other expenditures. Provision shall be made by the Secretary 
of the Interior for :further analysis of each of the foregoing 
classes of expenditures if, in his judgment, he shall deem it 

1 advisable. 
i "Annually, after July 1, 1914, a detailed statement of expendi
l:nres, as hereinbefore described, shall be incorporated in the 
!Annual Report of the Commissioner of Indian A.ffairs and trans
l mitted by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress on or before 
1 the first Monday in December. l "Before any appropriation for the Indian service is obligated 
or expended, the Secretary of the Interior shall make allotments 
'thereof in conformity with the intent and purpose of this ac4 

I
! and such allotments shall not be altered or modified except with 
his approval. 

~ "After July 1, 1914, the estimates for appropriations for the 
,Indian service submitted by the Secretary of the Interior shall 
, be accompanied by a detailed statement, classified in the manner 
{prescribed in the first paragraph of this section, showing the 
purposes for which the appropriations are required." 

· And the Senate agree to the same. 
WM. J. STONE, 
H. L. MYERS, 
MOSES E. CLAPP, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
c. D. CARTER, 
CHAS. H. BURKE, 

Managers on the. part of the Hottse .. 

~._,..... . ..,,._..,.. --··· HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

, The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

\ H. R. 1966. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro-

) hibit the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal 
purposes," approved February 9, 1909; and 

I 
H. R. 6282. An act to provide for the registration of, with 

collectors of internal revenue, and to impuse a special tax upon 
all persons who produce, import, manufacture, compound, deal 

Jin• dispense, sell, distribute, or give away opium or coca leaves, 
! their salts, derivatives, or preparations, and for other. purposes. 

EXPENSES OF DISTRICT VETERANS TO GETTYSBURG, PA. 

The VIC:ID PRESIDENT. The Ohair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution received this day from the House of Repre

~ sentatives, which the Secretary will read. 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) appropriating $4,000 to 

r defray traveling expenses of soldiers of the Civil War now re
l siding in the District of Columbia, from Washington, D. O., to 
1 

Gettysburg, Pa., and return, was read twice by its title. 
f Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
l present consideration of the joint resolution just laid before the 
Senate. 

! Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I do not know that I have any 

1 
objection to that joint resolution, but on yesterday I gave notice 
that I would call up Senate joint resolution No. 43 at the close 

1 of morning business, not, however, to interfere with the con
t sid.eration of the conference report on the Indian appropriation 
~l. . 

Mr. KERN. This is a joint resolution to appropriate $4,000 
to pay the expenses of certain veterans to the Gettysburg cele-

1 bratiDn. 
:Mr. FALL. I have no objection whatever to that. . 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. I simply want to say to the 

Senator that I think the proper procedure would be to have the 
·1 joint resolution referred to the committee and let the committee 

speedily report it to the Senate. Joint resolutions and bills com
ing fmm the other IIouse are always referred to a committee~ 

If the Senator from Indiana has no objection, I think that would , 
be the proper <!ourse to pursue as to this joint resolution. I · 1~ think it can be reported back from the committee in a very few 
minutes as I know of no objection whatever to it. 

Mr. KERN. To what committee should the joint resolution be 1 

referred? 
Mr. SMOOT. To the Committee on Appropriations, I think. j 
Mr. KERN. The chairman of that committee is not now , 

present. , 
- Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to inquire ot the Senator from, ; 
Indiana if this joint resolution provides for paying the expenses l 
of the veterans in the District of Columbia to Gettysburg and \ 
return? · 

1 Mr. KERN. I understand that is the purpose of the joint I 
resolution. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why should the expenses of the veterans in j 
the District of Columbia be paid any more than those of vet-. . 
erans living in the States'/ 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The States have made similar provision 
as to their veterans. 

Mr. KERN. The States have done so. 
Mr. BRISTOW. If the States have paid such expenses, then, J 

of course, I think the District should do so; but if the National 1 
Government pays the expenses of veterans from the District, it I 
seems that all veterans in the States ought to be treated in ex .. 
actly the same way. : 

Mr. KERN. I am quite sure that the Indiana Legislature 1 
has made an appropriation for the payment of the expenses of .1 

the veterans living in that State. \i 
l\Ir. GALLINGEill.. Most of the States have done so. t 
Mr. KERN. Most of the States have done so. The Southern 

States have also made appropriations for this purpose. 1 
Mr. NORRIS. The joint resolution provides that one half j 

the expenses shall be paid out of the District funds and the 
other half out of the Government funds. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is the same as though it came from a: 
State treasury. ~ 
. Mr. NORRIS. The same as if it came from a State. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. If the Senator from Indiana will pardon 
the suggestion, I will say, in reply to the question of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW]~ that almost ail of the 
States of the Republic have paid the expenses of the veterans 
attending the Gettysburg reunion. Mississippi is paying the 
expenses of her representatives there, and almost all the States 
in the Republic, so far as I know. are paying such expenses. 
I think the District of Columbia should pay the expenses of 
the veterans from this District. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have not the slightest objection to thn.t. 
All 1 ·wanted was for the veterans in the States to have exactly 
the same treatment as the vetenms in the District will receirn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to object to the present con
sideration of the joint resolution, but I want it distinctly under- 1 

stood that this is not to be considered as a precedent established · 
by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
103) appropriating $4,000 to defray the traveling expenses of 
soldiers of the Civil War now residing in the District o:f Colum
bia from Washington to Gettysburg, Pa., and return. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc. That to defray the traveling expenses of all honorably 

discharged soldiers of the Civil War, and of au soldiers of the Con- ! 
federate Armies who rendered honorable serviee therein now residing 
in the Distriet of Columbia, from Washington, D. C.~ to Gettysburg, 1 
Pa., and return, to enable such soldiers to attend th.e celebration ot the ; 

· fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg, to be held at Gettys- ; 
burg, July 1, 2, 3, and 4, 1913, there is appropriated, one-half out of , 
any money in the Treasury n.ot otherwise appropriated and one-half 1 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, the sum of $4,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. ' 

That such appropriation shall be expended by a commission, consisting , 
of the Secretary of War, Col. Thomas S. Hopkins, past commander of ~ 
the Grand Army of the Republic, Department o:f the Potomac, and.l 
Capt. D. B. Mull, ex-commander of the United Confederate Veterans, of ! 
a post in Georgia, residents of the District of Columbia. 

That said commission is authorized to adopt such rules !or the 
determination of the persons entitled to transportation hereunder aa 
they may deem proper. 

The joint resolution was rep.orted to the Senate without . 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

CONFEDERATE VETERANS' REUNION, BRUNSWICK, GA.. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution i·eceived this day from the House of Representa
tives, which will be read. 
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The joint resolution (H. J. Iles. VS) authorizing the Secret.ury 
of War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate 
Veterans' reunion, to be held at Brunswick, Ga., in July, 1913, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 1\fr. President, a couple of words 
haYe beeu left out of that joint resolution which it ought to 
contn.in, and, if there is no objection, I should like to have the 
joint resolution taken up and acted on now and to offer an 
amendment of two or three words to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbe Senator from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideraton of the joint 
:resolution. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if the considera
tion of the joint resolution is a matter of urgency, or whether 
it might not go over without injury to anyone? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I understand that the tents will be 
needed probably next week, though I am not sure about it. 
The joint resolution says in July, but the exact date in July I 
do not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only point I would make is the. same 
as that made by the · Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] a moment 
ago, that if there is time to refer the joint resolution to a com
mittee and have it reported back, it would be a better method 
of legislative procedure. 
- Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then, I ask that the joint resolution 

be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re

ferred to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 
THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. OWEN. I desire to ask for the adoption of an order to 
print 25,000 copies of the proposed currency bill for distribu
tion, 10,000 to go to the document room s!!d 15,000 to the com
mittee. 

TJrn VICE PRESIDEi\'T. The Secretary will read the order. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Ordered, That there be printed 23,000 additional copies of Senate 

blll 'o. 2639, "A bill to pi·ovide for the establishment of Federal re
serve banks, for furnishing an elastic currency, affording a means of 
rediscounting commercial paper, and to establish a more effective 
supervision of banking in the United States.- and for other purposes," 
of which 10,000 shall be placed in the Senate doct1ment room for dis
tribution and 15,000 shall be for the use of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if he has an 

estimate as to the cost of this printing? 
l\Ir. OWEN. It comes within the $500 limit, I will say to the 

Senator. 
l\1r. SMOOT. The Senator assures me that the expense will 

be under $500, and therefore I have no objection. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Oklahoma 

will yield to me, I should like to inquire of the Senator if he 
would not be willing to change his resolution so as to provide 
for the printing of a larger number of copies. 

I\lr. OWEN. The resolution now provides for 25,000 copies. 
Mr. NORRIS. I am satisfied that 25,000 copies will not come 

anywhere near supplying the demand. 
Mr. OWEN. We could easily enlarge the number afterwards 

from the plates, if necessary. 
Mr. NORRIS. Has the Senator made any inquiry--
Mr. OWEN. I will say to the Senator that we can not under 

the $500 rule go beyond the number provided for in the order. 
Mr. NORRIS. Without the Committee on Printing passing 

upon it. . 
l\Ir. OWEN. It would have to go to the Committee on Print

ing, which would delay the matter, and there is already a very 
urgent demand for a considerable number of copies. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator will find that we need at 
least twice that many. 

Mr. OWEN. Then-there can be a reprint. 
Mr. SMOOT. In order to ha·rn more than that number 

printed it would have to be a concurrent resolution, and not 
only pass the House, but the Senate. I will say to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the House has already ordered 25,000 or 
50,000 copies of this bill-I forget which. 

Mr. OWEN. Twenty-five thousand copies. 
Mr. NORRIS. But those 25,000 copies are not for the use of 

the Senate, fl.S I understand. 
i\Ir. OWEN. No. 
l\fr. NORRIS. The members of the Senate will not be gilen . 

an;v of that number. 
l\Ir. S~lOOT. I wiJl say, l\Ir. President, that by a resolution 

which was passed in the Senate not long ago, I think authority 
wns gfren to the chairman of tbe Committee on Banking and 
Currency to lHn~c done wba.t printing was necessary for the 
committee. Therefore, I suggest to him that if J;le p rovides 

25,000 copies for the use of the Senate he bas authority under 
that resolution to print whatever additional number the com
mittee may need, and the matter may be arranged in that way 
better than to have another resolution passed. 

l\!r. NORRIS. That being true, if the committee has author
ity to print what they need, why can not the order provide that 
the whole 25,000 copies shall be for the use of Senators? 

Mr. OWEN. I question the authority under that resolution 
and that is the reason I ask the Senate now to auopt the orde1'. 
I have presented. 

Mr. NORRIS. But 15,000 of the 2ri,OOO copies provided for 
under the order which the Senator has presented will go to the 
committee, and will not be for distribution among 1\Iembers of 
the Senate. 

l\1r. OWEN. I will be \ery glad to have that re\ersed, so 
that 15,000 copies will go to the document room and 10 000 
to the committee. ' 

Mr. NORRIS. I will be glad if the Senator will do that. 
Mr. OW.EN. I ask to modify the order in that way. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection the 

order will be so modified . . The question is on agreeing to the 
order. 

The order was agreed to. 
l\.fr. OWEN. I ask to haYe printed as a Senate document for 

the convenience of the Senate a statement or abstract prepared 
in regard to the bill ( S. 2639) to provide for the establishment 
of Federal resene banks, for furnishing an elastic currency, 
affording means of rediscounting commercial paper, and to 
establish a more effective supervision of banking in the United 
States, and for other purposes, which was introduced by me on 
the 26th instant. I ask that the statement be referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency to accompany that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
(S. Doc. No. 117.) 

EXPORTATION OF ARMS TO MEXICO. 

Mr. FALL. .!Ur. President, I gave notice on yesterday that 
this morning I would call up Senate joint resolution No. 43. 
I now do that for the purpose of addre sing the Senate as 
briefly as I possibly can upon a subject which I think is of 
the utmost importance, and which should receh-e, as it un
doubtedly, in my judgment, merits, some immediate considera
tion in view of the -very critical condition of affairs, growing 
more critical every moment, upon om· southern border. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution called up by the Senator from New Mexico. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. J . Res. 43) to 
repeal the joint resolution of March 14, 1Vl2, authorizing the 
President to prohibit the exportation of arms, etc., as follows: 
Whereas the provisions of the joint resolution of March 14, 1912, 

authorizing the President to prohibit the exportation of arms a.nd 
munitions of war under certain circumstances, and the proclamation 
of the President of the nited States, issued on the 14th day of 
March, in the year 1912, under the authority of said resolution, 
have been and are now being so construed by the authorities charged 
with the enforcement of the same as to prohibit the exportation of 
arms and munitions of war to one or more of the contending factions 
in the Republic of l\Iexico and to authorize and permit sncb ex
portation of arms and munitiQns to one ot· more of such contending 
factions ; and 

Whereas- there has been for moi·e than two years last past continuous 
strife and armed conflict between various contending factions within 
the Republic of Mexico and the different States thereof; and 

Whereas the enforcement of such law and the proclamation putting 
same in effect has, as is shown by the evidence taken by the Senate 
committee under Senate resolution 335, Sixty-second Congress, second 
session, ca.used attacks upon American citizens residing or tempo
ra rily being in Mexico, the destruction of the property of such Amer
ican citizens, the holding of such citizens for ransom, and has re
sulted in engendering between such and other American citizens and 
the great mass of Mexicans feelings of antagonism and distrust, and 
is destroying the traditional friendship between the people of the two 
countries ; and 

Whereas it is the desire of the Government of the United States to 
remain entirely neutral and to take no part, directly or indirectly, 
in the internal affairs of the Republic of Mexico, and to 1·estore and 
maintain the friendship and good feeling heretofore existing between 
the citizens of the two countries : Therefore 
Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution of l\Iarch 14. 1912, amending 

the joint r esolution of April 22, 1898, authorizing the President to 
prohibit the exportation of arms and materials of war, etc., be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. 

l\1r. FA.LL. 1\fr. President, Senate joint resolution No. 43 
provides for the repeal of a resolution ado11ted by the Congress 
of the United States on March 14, 1912. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate, first, to the fact 
that the resolution of March 14, 1V12, was eyidently adopted 
under a misunderstanding of the effect •)f tbe resolution itself
or of the law tben in force, which it was sougbt to amend; 
second, that the object of the adoption of the resolution at that 
time," as expressed upon the floor of the Senate, has not only not 
been attained, but that the results h rn·e heeu diametrically op
posed to those which the persons who offered the resolution 
stated they desired to bring about. 
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The preamble of Senate joint resolution No. 43 largely ex

presses its purpose, and I sllall not take u_p the time of the 
Senate to read either the resolution or the preamble. 

The joint resolution of l\Iarch 14, 1Ul2, as it has operated, 
has changed the law of the United States as it existed from 
the inception of this GoYernment down to that date. Not only 

. has it changed the statute law of the United States, but it has 
changed the policy of the United States, and has changed the 
rules of international law, as understood and followed by the 
United States and by eYery other country on the globe, without 
an exception, so far as I know. There certainly has be.en no 
action taken by The Hague .tribunal, nor by the declaration of 
Paris, nor by any other body of which I haYe any knowled~e, 
which has initiated in any country on this globe any such pollcy 
as we initiated by the passage of the resolution of March 
14, 1912. 

I am not going to read the debate upon this question in the 
Senate, which was yery short. When the resolution was offered, 
on .March 14, it was taken up for discussion immediately and 
was passed on the same day. It was stated in the debate at 
that time that the resolution of l\Iarch 14, 1912, was an amend
ment to the neutrality laws of the United States then in 
force; that it was intended so to be; and that instead of in
creasing or enlarging the powers of the President under the 
act to which it was intended to be amendatory it i·ea11y re
stricted the powers of the Executive to some extent. The state
ment was made that by a change of the resolution passed on 
April 22, 1808, a portion of our antiquated neutrality laws 
would be amended so as to bring those laws up to date. 

The statement was also made at that time that the necessity 
for the passage of the resolution was that .A.mericun citizens 
across the border in Mexico were fleeing for their Ii Yes, and 
that the continued exportation of arms and ammunition into 
Mexico would jeopardize the lives, the liberty, and the property 
of American citizens across the border. 

I wish to touch upon these two propositions. The resolution 
itse~ f, the law as it stands, provides: 

That the joint resolution to prohibit the export of coal or other 
material used in war from any seaport of the United States, approved 
April 22, 1898, be, and he~eby is, amended to read as follows : 

Remember, l\Ir. President, that in the statement of the case 
this resolution of April 22, 1898, wus clirectly referred to as a 
part of the neuh·ality laws of tile United States, and that it was 
sought by the resolution of l\Iarch 14, 1912, to amend those neu-
trality laws. ~ 

That whenever the Pre~ident s4all find that in any American country 
conditions of domestic violence exist which are promoted. by the use 
of al'ms or munitions of war· procured from the United States., and shall 
make proclamation thereof, it shall be unlawful to export, except under 
such limitations and exceptions as the President shall prescribe, any 
arms or munitions of war from any place in the United States to such 
country until otherwise ordered by the President or by Congress. 

Section 2 has been recently passed upon directly, and its 
meaning e4plained, in a case before the Supreme Court of the 
United States decided within the last three weeks. That sec
tion is as follows: 

That any shipment of material hereby declared unlawful after such a 
proclamation shall be .Punishable by fine not exceeding $10,000 . or im
prisonment not exceedrng two years, or both. 

Instead of being part of the neutrality laws, the resolution of 
April 22, 1898, was a war measure. It was no part of th~ neu
trality policy of this Government at a.II. It was adopted by the 
two Houses of Congress two days after the resolutiou was 
pa:ssed recognizing the independence of Cuba .and authorizing 
and directing the President of the United States to use the 
land and naval forces of the United States to carry out the pur
poses of that resolution. It was for the purpose of preventing 
the exportation of coal from the seaports of this country to 
.places where it might fall into the hands of the Spaniards, 
.against whom war was declared directly on the same day. It 
was only about 10 days after the McKinley message calling the 
attention of the Congress of the United States to the fact that 
it was the duty of this Government to interl'ene in the war be
tween Spain and Cuba, or at least in so far as the troubles then 
existing in Cuba were concerned. It was purely a war meas
ure for the protection of our own Government, never dreamed 
of. as a neutrality measure. Yet, possibly through some mis
understanding, this resolution was treated as a neutrality law, 
and amended so that an American person selling goods in St. 
Louis, Mo., to his regular customer in Matamoras, Mexico. 
Juarez, Naco, Nogales, Veracruz, the City of Mexico, or any~ 
where else, urnler the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, rendered in the Chaves case within the last three 
.weeks, is guilty of a crime for which he may be punished by 
two years' imprisonment ill the penitentiary and the infliction 
of a $10,000 fine. 

L--140 

Mr. BA.COK. Mr. President, I presume the Senator will not 
object to interruptions? 

The YICE Pl-tESIDE~T. Does the Senator from New Mexico 
yield to tile Senator from Georgia? 

l\lr. FA.LL. Certainly. I do not object to interruptions. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will investigate the history of 

the resolution to which be has referred, I think he will find 
that while it is true that the resolution was passed through. the 
two Houses of Congress on the date stated by him, it was 
introduced some time prior to that. 

1\Ir. FALL. Which resolution-that of April 22? 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. FALL. No ; that is not the case. 
l\1r. BACON. When was it introduced? 
l\1r. FALL. It was introduced in the Senate of the United 

States on Saturday. On Monday, I think, or Tuesday the 22d 
day of April, l\Ir. Quay reintroduced the same resolution, and 
it passed the Senate on that day, and passed the House on 
that day. 

l\Ir. BACON. When was it first introduced in the House? 
l\Ir. F.ALL. The resolution which passed was the Senate 

resolution. It was introduced, and then for some reason was · 
withdrawn because of the .objection of Senator Gorman, of 
Maryland, was reintroduced by Senator Quay, of Pennsylvania, 
and passed on the 22d of April, as a war measure. 

l\Ir. BACON. I do not speak from any definite recollection. 
Mr. FALL. I have before me an extract from the · RECORD. 
Mr. BACON. My impression is that the Senator will find 

that the resolution was introduced in the House some time 
prior to that, and that its original purpose was to enforce our 
neutrality laws. I am not definite in my recollection, but it is 
my general recollection that it originated in the House. 

l\lr. FALL. Mr. President, I am absolutely definite in my 
recollection and in my statement. 

Mr. BA.CON. I do not understand the Senator to be definite 
in reply to my inquiry as to when the resolution was originally 
introduced in the House. 

l\lr. FALL. I have stated as definitely as I could. I do not 
know whether the resolution had been introduced in the House 
on Saturday oi· not. I know that this resolution was introduced 
on the 22d, and passed, and the purpose of it was expressed in 
the debate in the Houses of Congress. I have before me ex
tracts from that debate, on pages 4170 and 4171, where Mr. 
Gaines stated "That the object of the resolution was to stop 
sending coal supplies to nations that are friendly with Spain," 
while Mr. Hull said, "That it puts it in the power of the 
executh·e department of the Government to stop the shipment 
of coal or war ammunitions to any place where they may likely 
reach the Spanish Government." 

l\Ir. 1\1cEwan asked, "If it would not be better to prevent the 
exportation of these materials from any point in the United 
States? This simply prevents exportation from any seaport: 
There is remaining the Mexican frontier and the entire Cana- · 
dian border." 

Mr. Dockery asked, "If the resolution would apply to pro
visions," and Mr. Hull replied, " It would apply to anything 
used in war." l\Ir. Dockery stated that his reason for askiIW 
was "That a number of shipments have been recently made to 
the Spanish army by certain merchants in New York, and I was 
in hopes that it would be far-reaching enough to stop the trade 
in army supplies." Mr. Hull answered, " That will be in the 
discretion of the President.-" 

l\Ir. President, the question as to whether this was or was not 
a war measure is absolutely settled by the debat~ in both bodies. 
It is immaterial whether it was introduced after the receipt of 
the McKinley message and after the introduction of the resolu
tion providing for the freedom of Cuba and authorizing and 
directing the President of the United States to use the land and 
naval forces to bring that about. The resolution for the free
dom of Cuba was then under consideration in both branches of 
Congress and was pending. It makes no difference whether the 
debate was on the 20th, the 21st, or the 22d. As I have stated, 
this was a protective measure for the Government and not a 
neutrality policy to be inscribed on the laws in opposition to the 
policy· which had been ours since 1793. Yet it was stated here, 
and the resolution wan passed by the Senate undoubtedly on the 
assumption, that the resolution of March 14 was an amendment 
to the resolution of April 22, as a neutrality measure. 

I wish to call the attention of Senators on the other side to 
some of the expressions of opinion as to the policy of the Gov
ernment, which were so lightly set aside, I think, by mistaken 
action. I call this matter to the attention of Senators on the 
other side and Senators on this side, because the neutrality 
laws of this Goyernment of ours haye never constituted a parti
san question. 
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In 17!}3 Thomas Jefferson wrote upon this subject to the B1it- That is the way this remarkable neutralicy law fastened on 
ish minister, who had made complaint that merchants and the people of the United States is operating. I shall refer as I 
others in this conntry were supplying arms and munitions of proceed to the operation of it within Mexico. itself. 
war to the enemies of Great Britain. l\Ir. Jefferson said, on Mr. President, following Mr. Jefferson, (}.D August 4, 1793, 
l\Iay 15, 1W3: three or four months after Jefferro:n's doctrine was enunciated 

Our citizens have been always free to. make, vend, and export arms. and sent out to the people of the world,. Hamilton, in his Treas
It is the constant occupation and livelih-ood of some of them. To sup.- ury circular,, wrote: 
press their callings, the only means perhaps of their subsistence, be- 'l'he purchasing within and exporting: from the United States by 
cause a war exists in foreign and distant countries in which we have way of. merchandise articles commonly called contraband. being gen-
no concern, would scarcely be expected. It would be lrnrd in principle. .,n= lik · d mil" · t all h rti 
and impossible in practice. The law oi nations,. therefore., respecting er~ war e mstt·mnents an itary stores,, is. free o t e pa es 
the rights of those at peace, does not require. from them sueh an inter- at war and is not to be interfered: with. 
nal disarrangement in their occupations. It is satisfied with the ex- The same doctrine was repeated by Mr. Pickering, Secretary 
ternal penalty pronounced in the President's proclamation, that of con- of State, during the course of his correspondence with Mr. Adet, 
fiscation of such portion of these arms as shan tall into tbe bands of 
any of the belligerent powers on their wliY to the JOrts of their ene- minister of France, on Janual'y 20 and: May 25, 1796 .. 
mies. To this penalty our citizens are warned that they will be aban- It has been laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
doned and that, even private contraventions may work no inequality r States in the Bantissimia Triniaad; case (7 Wheat., 283) and 
between the: parties at war, the benefit of them will be left equally free 
and open to all. in all the other cases which came before it prior to the Chavez 

case. 
Right here I want to call the attention of the Senate to the l\lr. Cilly to Mr. Obregon, April 6, 1827,, reiterated the same 

fact that that policy, as announced by Jefferson, has been fol- doctrine, and it has been held to be the law and the policy of 
lowed by ev-ery prominent man, by every statesman, by every the United States, as well as its international law, from that 
official who ever spoke upon this subject, so far as I have been day down to March 14. 1912. 
able to read ; certainly in every decJara tion of every such states- President Pierce,. in his message on December 3, 1854 (see 
man or official when such declaration was necessary upon an p. 957); 1\Ir. Seward, Secretary of Sta.te, in a communication 
inquiry from any foreign power or when the question was raised' to Mr. Romero on December 15~ 1862; Attorney General Speed, 
on either side of the legislative branch of this Government. in an opinion in 1865; John Quincy A.dams, in his Memoirs; 
Never until last ;rea1~, on March 14, was a contrary policy advo- l\fr. Fish, Secretary of State,_ to Mr. Lopez. Roberts, Spanish 
cated for even one moment by anyone of whom I have read, or minister, in 1869, and again in a note to. Mr. Cushing, our min~ 
anyone of whom I have heard. The law of nations, of every ister to Spain, in 1876; Mr. Bayaird,. Secretary of State;. to Mr. 
other Nation but this, is now that the citizens of a nation can Garland, Attorney General, in 1885,, as. well as to Mr. Becerra, 
sell to the citizens of any other nation, whether they are at war in the same year; Mr. Roo.T, then United States attorney at 
or not. If the thing sold is contrabund of war, then, of coru-se, New York, to Mr~ Garlano, Attorney General, a case in which 
such contraband is subject to seizure by either of the beilig- Attorney General Garland calls the attention of the then dis
erents. , trict attorney of New York, Mr. RooT, to the fact that it was 

But what is the condition here? Our citizens are arrested reported a ship was sailing from one of the harbors in the city 
within the confines of their own country by the armed forces of New York loaded with arms or munitio.ns eonsigned to some 
of the United States and sent to the penitentiary without war- person or firm in Colombia. Mr. RoOT vramptl'y replied to him 
rant of law. The houses and the stores of our own citizens on that. in accordance with his desire, he would issue a warrant 
American soil are being broken into, without warrant of seizure, for the a1Test and detention of the- ship, but that under the lu.w 
by the armed forces of the United States, as happened recently and policy of the United States in th~ event it was disclosed 
in El Paso County Tex. In that case arms and ammunition, that the arms and munitions of war were bought in the ordi
still in the original eases, for their own protection against a narv course of business. from citizens dealing in such arms, 
threatened attack of Mexican raiders . from the other side, then there was no authority of law. 1:1Ilder which the ship could 
against which we are- not protected~ were broken open, and such . be held. 
arms and ammunition were seized and taken away from the , It was so decided by the court; it was so decided by those 
owners by the military forces of the United States. Within the charged with carrying out the policy of the Guvernment at that 
last 10 days this seizure has been set aside, by order of t.h.e Sec- time; it was so decided by Mr. Bayal'd. 
retary of War. Within the last three weeks the Supreme Court Mr. Blaine to-1\!r. Lazcano. in 1891; Mt·. Foste!" to M1·. Peraza, 
has declared that if that merchant. or any other merchant any- in 1892; Mt~. Harmo.n~ Attorney General

11 
in 1895; Mr. Olney to 

where in the United States, consigns to Mexico in the ordinary Mr. Du]Juy de Lome, on July Th 180.G, and every other official 
course of trade a bill of goods containing arms or munitions of or statesman in this country without any exception until the 
"·ar, he is liable to two: yea.rs' imprisonment and $10,000 fine.. act of March 14, 1912, which I now ask tlle Senate to repeal, 

Instead of leaving it to Mexico to protect herself the tax- waS' foisted upon this people under the· statement, at least un
payers of the United States have been required within the last doubtedly believed by the Senators who ~de it, that the ex
two years to expend _millions of dollars to maintain the land portation of arms and munitions of war to the Orozco forces in 
forces of the United States upon the Mexican border and the northern Mexico might tend in come way to injure Americans. 
nayal forces of the United States along the coast of Mexico, to Mr. President, I called the attention of the Senate at an 
protect some faction o,f Mexicans fighting some other faction of early day after my entrance into this Chamber to the operation 
Mexicans. of this law and the effect it was. having upon the interests of 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the Senator permit me? Americans in Mexico and to the fact that up to the time of 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mex- the enforcement of this law there, had been little or no loss of 

ico yield to the Senator from Arizona.? American life 01· American property in 1\Iexieo. Only in a few 
~Ir. FA.LL. With pleasure_ isolated cases had there been any attempt t0< interfere with 
Jllr. SMITH of Arizona. It is interesting in the line of what Americans in the full enjoyment of their property rights and 

the Senator is discussing to advert to a dispatch in the morning of their liberty. Not an American up to that time had been 
paper to the effect that a man has been called from Oregon or seized by either of the contending factions in Mexico or held 
Washington down to the town of Phoenix. because he carried for- rnnsom. Since that time I could fill the CoNGBESSIONAL' 
an aeroplane across the border into Mexico. Because of that REconn to overflowing with the names and dates wh® Ameri
act he was brought that clistance at the expense of the United cans have been seized and held for ransom by the partisans 
States. of one or the other contending factions, and; in arresting them 

Mr. FALL. I thank the Senator from .Arizona for calling my , inval'ia.bly the statements were made that it was in retaliation 
attention to that instance. I will say further that I am not . fo.r the action of the United States in the enforcement of the 
<l'Oing to instance one case after another, but the policy is that act of March 14, 1912. . 
the American cattleman on his cattle ranch along the border to.- The whole policy of tbis. Government Mr. Presulent, as was 
day does not dare to live on the other side o:r undertake to.. do , sta~ed before in this C~~ber .by my.self with reference to. the 
business on the other side with any dependence-except upon him- , policy of the la~t adm1rustratiou, has be~n absolutely wrong, 
self for protection. because he knows that the United States clearly WI'ong; wrong to the people a.:f Meneo and outrageous to 
Government has dis.avowed him. The consequence is that this the citizens of the United States woo have· been there and who 
man with his six:-Bhooter swung m·ound him, carrying it on the are there. 
othel" side fo1· the protecbon not @ly of his. property but of his It is said.: Mr. President~ that if you go ~cross the border of 
cbiiclren and his wife, by crossing, the line and depositing his: the United States you take yoW' life in yom· hands. We 
si.~-shooter on this side. and. under.taking to- return on bu'Siness. to attempt to extend the trade of this gl'eat eol:IIltty. We tell the 
his family, taking his six-shoote¥ from the place whe1·e he has Jap:mese~ ~e Chinese, a~d al1 the- ~?3tifill~ ~t the world that 
deposited it, is arrested by United States troops without war- . we .would like to have theu trade; . yve will let you buve ::my 
rant of law and turned over to the United States Go-ve:rnment article of commerce at almost any ,price you _cooose to pay. for 
and sent to the penitentiary for two years and fined $10,000. it." But when our merchants send out their representatnes, 
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their business men, to reside in South America, Central Amer
ica, Japan, China, or anywhere else, they go there with the 
understanding that "dollar diplomacy" is a thing of the past 
and that "grape-juice" diplomacy has takeu its place. What 
the difference may be, I cau not say; I do not know. I do 
know, howe·rnr, that when you do state definitely to the other 
nations of the '\\Orlcl the fact that American citizens residing 
in their boundaries can be attacked with ~mpunity, that they 
can be despoiled of their property with impunity, then you strike 
the deadliest blow "hich was ever given to the trade of the 
Unitec.l States-this great commercial Nation. 

Mr. President, I am not going to take up the time of the 
Senate to go into matters in detail. I promised to close as rap
idly as I possibly could; but I want to call the attention of 
Senators to the records in this caEe. 

A committee 'vas appointed by this body to investigate mat
ters along the Mexican border and in Mexico in connection with 
an inYestigation as to whether American citizens had anything 
to do with inciting or fomenting the revolution against the Gov
erriment of Diaz in Mexico. In the conrse of that investigation 
statements were obtained which are published as a Senate or a 
Senate committee document. Nine hundred and eighteen pages 
of statements were taken and are published in this record, 
statements of American citizens in Mexico, and every .~merican 
citizen who testified upon the subject testified to the effect that 
prior to the passage of the resolution of ~larch 14, 1912, their 
property had been practically exempt from seizure; that their 
lives had been safe throughout Mexico; that none at least of 
the nrmcd forces upon either i<le--and there a1·e a dozen differ
ent sides in Mexico-had interfered with Americans because they 
were Americans; that if there had been any interference it was 
only incident to some sporadic case of looting or robbery; that 
sub equent to the passage of the joint resolution American 
property has been endangered in every State of the Republic of 
Mexico, particularly in the States along the American border; 
that as was stated to the witnesses by the Mexican leaders, the 
officers of both the federal army and the reyolutionists, it was 
due entirely to the fact that they intended to retaliate upon 
Americans in i\Iexico and hold them responsible for the action 
of this Government in unwarrantedly intervening as they were 
doing in the protection of one faction against the other; that 
they proposed to make the Americans there pay for the car
tridges which they had to pay three times the regular price for 
because they could not get them across the border except at an 
enormous cost by smuggling. 

Salazar wrote a letter which is embraced in this statement. 
He is the federal now at Juarez, who is leading the defense of 
that city against · the attack of troops of Villa. Salazar bas a 
letter here which '\\as handed to the then President. of the 
United States, Mr. Taft, in which he says that Americans must 
not come back across the border to attend to cattle branding and 
other busine s. Why this action of Salazar? Because three 
days before he had attacked the federal post at Palomas, which 
is a port of entry in :Mexico, and had killed or taken prisoners 
all the garrison who were within a mile of our line. The fed
eral garrison hud been getting supplies, arms, and munitions 
from this country; it had been getting flour, meat, and all the 
supplies which they needed and were able to pay for. When 
Salazar took charge of the port and sent his wagons and teams 
across into the United States to buy arms and munitions and to 
pay with his gold for flour to feed his starving men his flour 
was seized by the armed forces of the United States and con
fiscated and the men were put in the military prison and his 
teams were confiscated and sold. Do you wonder, then, that 
when they get an unprotected American on the other side they 
make him pay in some measure for the damage which this Gov
ernment is directly inflicting upon them? 

I am speaking now of the Mexicans, but, :Mr. President, I can 
certainly appeal to the Senate in behalf of the trade of the 
United States with Mexico. It is not an illegitimate trade. It 
is one which we have always been engaged in, one which is 
recognized as legitimate by every other nation in the world, and 
by this has been recognized as absolutely legitimate until the 
passage of the joint resolution. 

I am simply going to put into the RECORD citations to the 
evidence of certain witnesses who appeared before this com
mittee to corroborate my statement and I will not read the 
evidence itself. There is the testimony of E. C. Houghton, 
page 9. Mr. Houghton is the representative of E. D. Morgan 
& Co., the Bliss estates, and others in New York, and manages 
large, rich ranch property in 1\Iex:ico. He was driven away 
from it, and can not go back there. He can not brand his 
cattle, although he was informed by a man close to the former 
administration that he had better make a priYate deal with 
the bandit, Salazar. He ilid so, and he paid Salazar $7,500 to 

allow him to brand his calves. After the money was paid, 
Salazar droye the calms off, sold them, and put the money in 
his o'vn pocket. On page 65--

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator, with bis 
permissiou--

Mr. FALL. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. If he has a copy of the proclamation issued 

by the President under the joint resolution? 
l\Ir. FALL. It is simply warning the people of the United 

States. I have it, but not here before me. 
Mr. BACON. What I wished to ask the Senator is whether 

any exception was made i-n that proclamation. 
Mr. FALL. I will have it in a moment. The Senator from 

Ohio is courteous enough to look for it. · The .proclamation, 
however, simply recites this act. There had been a neutrality 
proclamation, as in all cases of this kind. It has always been 
the custom of any administration to issue a proclamation to its 
citizens that they must observe neutrality when there was war 
between two foreign countries. That, of course, was issued. 

Following that was the proclamation of the President of 
March 14, to which I haye referred and which I am now dis
cussing. Under that, millions of dollars of American property 
have been destroyed and 80 American lives have been lost, 
almost entirely attributable to this law and to this proclama
tion. 

l\Ir. BACON. Mr. President--
Mr. FALL. Sixty-two mi11ion dollars, Mr. President, ad

mitted damage had been done to American property :five months 
ago, when I saw the last consular or embassy report-that was 
about the estimate. 

l\Ir. BACON. The Senator did not catch the purport of my 
prior inquiry. 

Mr. FALL. I understood the Senator to inquire as to this 
proclamation. 

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator was urging that the joint 
resolution, which is a law, w.as operating unjustly to some 
people. 

Mr. FALL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BACON. And that some were made to suffer under it 

while others had relief. 
Mr. FALL. Oh, Mr. President--
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment. 
l\Ir. FALL. All right. 
Mr. BACON. For that reason I asked the Sena.tor whether 

the proclamation made any exceptions in favor of either party 
or whether if such exceptions were in practice found they were 
without regard to the proclamation. I have sent for the ptocla
mation with a view to seeing whether any exceptions were made. 

l\Ir. BURTON. It makes no exception, I will state to the 
Senator. 

Mr. BACON. No exception? 
Mr. BURTON. It seems to make no exception. 
l\Ir. BACON. Very well. If there are no exceptions it is not 

the fault of the law if any injustice has been done to anyone. 
Mr. FALL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the 

fact that he asked me some questions along this line when I 
spoke here in August, and I stated to him at that time and 
told the Senate thnt there were exceptions; that the Madero 
government was being absolutely protected and allowed to get 
arms and ammunition wherever it pleased; that the insurrection
ists against the l\Iadero government could not get them; and that 
American citizens were being shut up for selling them through 
a port which to-day belongs to the Madero adherents and to
morrow belongs to Orzoco, or to-day to Huerta and to-morrow 
to Villa; selling them in the ordinary course of business, ship
ping to merchants in Mexico; to-day you would be damned for 
selling and to-morrow praised. 

:Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
Mr. FALL. I will call the attention of the Senator on this 

point to a specific instance. Here is an official communication 
from the Chief of the Coast Artillery and Acting Chief of Staff 
under date of June 18, 1913: 

In answer to your letter of the 17th to Gen. Wood, who is out of 
town, I have the honor to inform you that the arms, equipments, etc., 
whicn were turned in by the Mexican Federal troops at Nogales and 
Naco, were shipped to the American consul at El Paso. 

We do not recognize the Huerta government, and still this 
Government not only nllon-s its citize.c.s to sell to the adherents 
of Huerta in violation of good faith, as I understand it, but this 
Government itself directly violates neutrality, as I understand 
the term, by delivering arms to the Huerta government. The 
day before yesterday-I may say to the Senator I will get the 
facts if he wants them-128 rapid-fire guns and two or three 
carloads of ammunition for shipment, through sales by Amer
ican merchants, for ~fa t::unoros, l\1exico, were seized by the 
armed force of the United Stutes on this side and confiscated. 
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Why? Because Matamoros is in the hands of Carranzistas in 
opposition to the Huerta government. Those are the excep
tions. The Senator stated two or three of them here. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the only excep
tion recognized by the law is the exception made by the Presi
dent of the United States. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator knows that the proclamation for
bids the shipment of arms intended to incite or foment domestic 
disturbance contrary or against the constituted government of 
Mexico. That is what the proclamation says, and that is what 
the law says, that whenever the President in his discretion may 
find shipments of arms and munitions from this country which 
may tend to incite revolution against the recognized government 
of an American State, he has it in his power to prevent it~ 
Naturally, he has construed it not to direct him to exclude the 
shipments to a recognized government. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, I understand the Senator to state that 
the examples prove the statement that we permitted arms to be 
shipped to the Madero government? 

Mr. FALL. You did. 
Mr. LODGE. But not to those in insurrection against it; 

and now we are permitting arms to be shipped to one govern
ment but not to the other in Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. That is it exactly. 
Mr. LODGE. That, I understand, is the Senator's position. 
Mr. FALL. That is it exactly. I have an instance occurring 

under the former administration. I have in the office files an 
official document showing that a ship with arms going to Vera 
Cruz was seized by United States authorities under this very 
proclamation, but by order of Mr. Taft, over his own signature, 
was released because it was going to the Madero government 
ports for the use of Madero. 

While this administrRtion has not recognized the Huerta 
government, under the direction of somebody arms and ammu
nition surrendered to our troops on this side are being returned 
to the Huerta government., while arms and munitions bought 
in the ordinary course of trade, destined to a port which hap
pens to be in charge of the Carranzista government-which is 
the government of the State of Coahuila and all the States in 
secession-shipped to Matamoras by our citizens on this side 
are seized ; a.nd if they choose to bring an indictment against 
the merchants who sold the arms in the ordinary course of 
trade, under the decision in the Chavez case they are subject 
to imprisonment in the penitentiary and a $10,000 fine. 

I say to you, Mr. President, that the whole course of this 
Government-and I speak of this administration as well as of 
the last administration-has been ruinous to American inter
ests and has been shameful, and that this act now upon the 
statute books is a stain upon such statutes and upon the laws 
of this country. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield to me there? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does ·the Senator from New Mexico 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\fr. FALL. Certainly. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator what 

the effect would be if we pass his resolution repealing the 
present law? Would our merchants then have a right to sell to 
any one of the factions? 

Mr. FALL. To anyone who would come and give his good 
gold; and then it would be his lookout as to whether he got 
them across the line. If our merchants sold them to be deliv
ered at Juarez, and Salazar should seize them before they were 
delivered, our merchants would lose them, if they were to be 
paid for on delivery ; on the other hand, if they were destined 
for the Huerta faction, and Mr. Carranza should seize them, 
our merchants would lose them. Under the neutrality law they 
are contraband of war and subject to be seized by either of the 
belligerents; but the doctrine which I am insisting upon, Mr. 
President, is the American doctrine, and the doctrine of the 
civilized world, that our merchants should be free to sell wher
ever they please, to whomsoever they please, taking simply the 
responsibility of dealing in contraband of war, which is subject 
to seizure by either belligerent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from :New Mex

ico yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. FALL. With pleasure. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to suggest to the Senator from New 

Mexico-I do not know whether he has dwelt upon it or not
that the doctrine he is trying to reinstitute was the doctrine of 
this Government under George Washington·s administration and 
has been ever since. We declared at that time that our mer
chants sold at their own risk, but they had a right to sell. 

Mr. FALL. I am glad the Senator has made his statement. 
I will state to ~,.., .$ena~1 for his information, that I have just 

read an extract from the official communication of Thomas Jef
ferson, dated May 15, 1793, to the British minister, and then 
1\fr. Hamilton's circular, and the communications to the French 
minister and to all other nations and all other people. The 
Hague tribunal has never sought to go any further than simply 
to provide for the seizure of contraband of war. It has never 
sought to provide that any nation should not sell freely to any 
other nation, whether at war or not, except under that penalty. 

Mr. LODGE. They sell at their own risk. 
Mr. FALL. They sell at their own risk, of course, just as 

Jefferson said, touching contraband of war; our merchants sell 
at their own risk; aside from that, they shall not be curtailed 
in their right to sell. 

I had commenced to 1·ead when I digressed, Mr. President, 
from the testimony in this case in the document of the com
mittee to which I have referred, appointed under Senate resolu
tion No. 335. I want to call attention-and I want to get this 
in the REcoRD, so that Senators, if they so desire, can see it for 
themselves--to the sworn testimony of reputable American citi
zens as to what has been the effect of the maintenance of this 
resolution upon our statute books. 

E. C. Houghton, page 9; Julius Romney, page 65; David 
Gough, page 33; Charles M. Newman, pages 39 and 43; George 
A.. Laird, page 14; H. S. Stephenson, page 372 and also 811; 
William N. Fink, page 692; Mayor Kelly, of El Paso, Tex., page 
452; Charles K. Warren, Three Oaks, Mich., page 800; Price 
McKinney, of Cleveland, Ohio, of the firm of Con·igan, McKin
ney & Co., page 805; L. P. Atwood, page 496; and V. H. York, 
page 720. 

Those are a few of the witnesses who testified upon this direct 
subject. Every oth€r particle of testimony touching the subject 
at all corroborates the evidence of these witnesses to the effect 
that until the proclamation of March 14, putting in effect this 
law which was mistakenly supposed to be an amendment to the 
neutrality law-until that proclamation went into effect, Ameri
cans, as well as citizens of any other country, were protected 
in their property, while since then, as shown by 1\fr. Fink, super
intendent of the San Toy Mining Co.-an American company 
with 5,000 stock.holders in this country-who in bis little mining 
camp within 12 miles of Chihuahua, where the Federals claimed 
to have a garrison of 7,000 men, was seized and held for ran
som. The Federal troops were notified at once, but refused to go 
to his assistance. The American consul was notified at once 
and wired the State Department of the United States Govern
ment. The department replied that they had wired the City of 
Mexico to afford Mr. Fink all protection. Five thousand troops, 
or, as they claimed, 7,000 troops, were within 16 miles, and yet 
no attempt was made to go to his assistance. He knew the men 
who had seized him. He spoke Spanish well. They demanded 
$5,000 ransom. He called upon them as friends, stating that 
he was a poor man, had only his salary, and doubted whether 
his company would put ·up a dollar ransom for him, stating 
tha.t he had always been their friend. They said " yes," per
sonally, and you are so now, but your Government is ruining 
us; the policy of your Government in intervening is causing our 
women and children to starve and our men to shed their blood. 
It is your fault. We must have cartridges with which to defend 
ourselves. We must buy them from some source; we must have 
the money with which to buy them. Your Government is de
priving us of the right to buy them across the border. We pay 
three times the price for every cartridge because we are com
pelled to smuggle them. We are now buying from the Federal 
troops in the city of Chihuahua cartridges at 10 cents apiece. 
If you will furnish us with 50,000 rounds of cartridges, we will 
turn you loose; if you do not, we must have from you $5,000 
with which to pay the Federal soldiers for the cartridges which 
they are selling us." That is from the sworn testimony of n. 
reputable American citizen. 

Mr. President, I do not want to weary the Senate, and I shall 
close by saying one or two words upon another subject con
nected directly with this. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before the Senator leaves that 
point, I should like to ask him whether it would not be possible, 
without changing any law, for the President to recall the proc
lamation that was issued by virtue of the particulur resolution 
which the Senator wants to repeal? 

Mr. FALL. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. NORRIS. Would not that give complete relief? 
Mr. FALL. Absolutely; because the law is not self-acting. 

It can only be put in effect by the President. Of COU1"9e, that 
would afford immediate relief. My whole insistence is· that it 
was never the intention of the Congress of the United States de
liberately to change the policy of this Government inaugurated 
by Jefferson and Washington. I do not believe that when Con
gress unde~'stands fully the effect o.f it and how this law is be-.. 
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ing enforced, it will allow it to remain upon the statute books; 
but it has been within the power of t11e administration at any 
time simply to revoke that order. 

I want to say to the Senator who has asked the quest.ion, 
that I have bad this matter up with the last admiriistration, 
and I have called the attention of the present administration to 
the fact that such acts as theJe of wtich I have been, speaking, 
and also, allowing so-called Federal troops to go through Amer
ican territory when they did not dare follow the insurrectionists 
through the mountain pa.sses, allowing the Federals to take 
trains in safety at El Paso and head off the revolutionists going 
from Chihuahua to Sonora or from Sonora to Chihuahua-such 
acts as these ha\e emphasized upon the minds of the Mexicans 
of the north that the Americans who ham always been friends 
of those people of the north ha -re for some reason now turned to 
their enemies. 

l\fr. President, I myself personally have done business in 
Mexico for 31 years. I have had as many as 5,000 of these peo
ple working for me at one time in Chihuahua and Sonora. I 
ha\e lived with them in their camps; I have had my daughter 
and my family in l\fexico in little outlying Mexican camps, 
where there were not two Americans, and I have left them 
there in absolute safety, feeling that they would be protected 
and that they were in no danger whatever. I am sorry to say 
that I can do that no longer, and I speak knowingly when I say 
that the change of conditions, the change in the minds of the 
Mexicans of the north in their opinion of and treatment of 
Americans is due absolutely to the suicidal and farcical policy 
of these two ad.ministrations. 

Mr. BACON. In what particular? 
Mr. FALL. If the Senator does not understand in what 

particular, I am afraid it is impossible for me to impress it 
upon him. I have been devoting myself for some little ·time to 
that attempt, and I am sorry that I am not so fortunate in the 
choice of language as to inform the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I accept the Senator's criticism and acknowl
edge my obtusity. · I simply desire to know from the Senator, if 
I do not render him impatient by making the inquiry--

Mr. FALL. Not at all. 
Mr. BACON. Whether he limits it to the criticism he has 

already made or whether he has u.nything else in his mind? 
Mr. FALL. The entire policy. If you want to know what 

my opinion is, if that is what you are attempting to get at, as 
to the attitude of the present administration toward the so
called Huerta government, I can say that one thing that any 
Democrat and any American, in my judgment, bas a right to be 
proud of is the fact that this administration has refused to 
recognize a h·eacherous assassin, a man who, trusted with the 
safety of his President and armed by that President for the 
protection of his so-called government--0f which I had -very 
little opinion, as Senators know-this man, intrusted with the 
personal safety of his President and with the protection of 
what government they had, should ha\e assassinated him and 
taken his place. 

I shall not criticize other nations of the world; they have 
their own code of diplomacy, but I have criticized the diplo
matic actions and policy of this Government which I desire to 
criticize, and I am perfectly willing to yield my admiration to 
the present administration for its refusal to recognize the so
called Huerta government. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
l\Ir. FALL. With pleasure. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. If the condition of affairs is a.s de

scribed by the Senator from New Mexico, so far as the enforce
ment of the joint resolution which he is now seeking to repeal 
is concerned, I understand that this Government, through its 
agencies along the border, is practically acting as an ally of 
the Huerta. government, and notwithstanding its refusal to 
recognize the Huerta government as a government it is ren
dering it, perhaps, a far more valuable service in allowing it to 
buy and receive munitions of war from this country, while it is 
refusing the opponents of that~ government that privilege. 

Mr. FALL. That is the position in which the Government is 
placed. I can show further, Mr. President, along that line that 
the Senator from Arizona and myself made certain protests to 
the State Department of this Go\ernment a short time ago, 
which were 1i tened to to some extent, against the action of the 
Government in regard to the troops, to the number of some 
seven hundred fighting men, who were forced to cross the border 
at Naco and at Nogales, whipped by the Carramm forces, ddrnn 
out of Mexico, and pursued to the border, Gen. Ojeda himself 
having been dragged across the border by an American officer, 
to get him away from his pursuers. - They surrendered their 

. 

arms to our American soldiers, were kept there and fed at the 
expense of the United States Government, and then started 
across the territory of the United States, under guard of Amer
ican soldiers, to be delivered back to Huerta. The arms and 
munitions had already been sent to the Mexican consul at El 
Paso. Two hundred and ninety-four of these troops arrived at 
El Paso and were met by three Texas Rangers, ordered out by 
Gov. Colquitt, with instructions not to allow one of these 
Huerta troops to ln.nd there from the military train. We, as I 
say, protested. It appears to be rather uncertain as to what 
became of some of the troops. Gen. Ojeda, the hero, who had 
announced through the American press to the American soldiers 
and to his CQuntrymen that he proposed to die in his tracks 
before he would surrender or was conquered, running from his 
pursuers, was dragged across the American line by a friendly
American officer and allowed to proceed to Guaymas, and has 
been in charge of the defense of that city against the men who 
ran him out of the country at Naco. 

Mr. President, the 294 troops who arrived at El Paso are still 
there on the military reserve at Fort Bliss, because the Texas 
authorities will not allow them to go off. They would not allow 
the Huerta soldiers to be taken from the train in the Union 
Station, but compelled them to go out to Fort Bliss, ,wherEl they 
are yet, being fed at the expense of this Government. 

Need I refer to other acts of invidious distinction, Mr. Presi
dent, cnlculated to make the opposing class in Mexico rather 
antagonistic to the United States? It seems to me, sir, that if a 
case could be established that this case has been. 

Mr. President, I am not going to take up any more time of 
the Senate than to say this: I have referred to the investigation 
which was made by a committee of the subcommittee of the 
Foreign Relations Committee of the United States Senate with 
reference to l\Iex:ican affairs. I was placed upon that committee 
by the Senate itself by a joint resolution passed, I believe, two 
days after the committee was appointed. 

Mr. President, the direct subject of investigation at that time 
was the question as to whether or not American corporations or 
American interests on this side had furnished money with 
which to incite or foment the revolution of Madero against the 
Diaz Government. I want to say that after a most thorough 
examination of all the evidence we could obtain, and some 
which it was impossible for me to place in the hands of the 
committee, coming from private sources which I would not 
dare to name and can not name to-day, I not only became con
vinced that no American company, corpoTation, or individual in 
this country had furnished the money with which that revolu
tion was brought about, but I became convinced, and ha\e evi
dence abs_olutely conclusive to myself, as to where the money did 
come from. 

I have been anxious that the committee might get together 
and consider some of these matters, and, if possible, arrive at 
some conclusion. In view of the fact that the committee has 
not met for that purpose, I simply desire now to make this 
statement as strongly as I can make it. Our American business 
interests are being attacked from different directions at this 
time. If I, by my testimony, can show that one attack upon 
them at least has not been well founded, I feel it my duty, not 
only as a member of the committee but as a Senator, to refute 
such charges. 

l\Ir. BACON. Mr. President, this is a matter of very grave 
importance, and I presume the joint resolution will go to the 
Oommittee on Foreign Relations. At least, I shall ask that it 
shall do so. Before making that motion, however, I wish to say 
a word with regard to the matter which has been brought to the 
attention of the Senate by the Senator from New Mexico, in 
order that the record may be correct. 

It is true that the conditions now are entirely different from 
those which existed at the time the resolution of l\Iarch, 1912, 
was adopted. At the time of the adoption of the resolution 
in March, 1912, there was a duly recognized Government in 
Mexico, of which .Madero was the head. The revolution which 
was in progress presented the distinct aspect of a revolution 
by a portion of the people who were attempting to overturn au 
established and a recognized government. There is no doubt 
about what was the purpose•of the Congress in the adoption of 
this resolution. The purpose was to discourage revolution in 
Mexico. The Senator from New Mexico is entirely mistaken 
if he thinks this resolution was adopted inadvertently, or with
out a distinct and direct purpose to be accomplished by it. 

The Senator would in-Oicate, from his criticisms upon what was 
done at that time, that the purpose was only to protect Ameri
can citizens who were across the border by refusing the export 
of arms which might be used agninst them, and he now says that 
th-at purpose has been so signally defeated that the directly oppo
site result is now flowing from the operation of this law. The fact 
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is that this resolution was adopted in consequence of communi
cations which · came to the United States Government, and I 
may say to the President of the United States, presented by the 
authorities of the State of Texas. .At that time, I repeat, · 
Madero was the recognized, legitimate head, and his Go-\·ern
ment the recognized, established, and legitimate Government of 
l\lexico. 

It was represented to the President of the United States by 
the authorities of the State of Texas that the territory of the 
State of Texas was being used as a base where revolutionary 
organizations were being made, and from which revolutionary 
expeditions were being sent, for the purpose of disturbing the 
peace and overthrowing the authority of the established Govern
ment in Mexico, and that that was having the effect not only 
of putting in jeopardy th.e lives of .Americans who were beyond 
the l\Iexican border but of creating disturbances and endangering 
life and the safety of property in the State of Texas. 

Upon that representation, the President of the United States
and I do not think I am violating any propriety in stating these 
facts-sent for the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which I 
wa s then as now a member, but of which then the Senator from 
Illinois, l\Ir. Cullom, was the chairman; and most of the Senators 
who are now members of that committee were then members of 
it. The matter was one which was recognized not only as af
fecting the United States in general but as affecting particu
larly the State of Texas. While the members of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations were invited to go to the White House 
for the purpose of conferring with the President on the subject, 
the two Senators from Texas were also invited to be present, 
and were present. This emphasizes the fact which I have stated, 
that the complaint came. from the authorities of the State of 
Texas, that the territory of Texas was being used for illegal 
purposes with n. view of destroying a recognized and an estab-
l! bed government. -

There is no doubt, as I say, about the purpose of the reso
lution. It was to prevent tlie shipment of arms and munitions 
of war from Texas into Mexico, the design of which was to 
revolutionize that Government and to disturb th2 peace and 
overthrow the laws of that. country. 

As I say, the condition has changed. There is now no recog
nized government in Mexico so far as this Go>ernment is con
cerned. I am very frank to say, as I ha-ve said elsewhere, that 
I think the determinatiop reached by our Go\ernment in that 
particular is a proper one, for the reason that in my view the 
Huerta government is as distinctively a revolutionary govern
ment as is the government which is headed by a Mexican chief
tain whose name I do not now recall in the northern part of 
Mexico. We have now presented the condition of two contending 
factions in Mexico, neither of which we recognize to be the 
established government of the country, and each of which is 
perhaps entitled, the one as much as the other, to whatever 
privileges recognition may confer in the way of opportunities 
offered for carrying on the war. 

That is a matter to be determined. It is a question whether 
or not it is to the interest and best policy of this Government 
to prohibit to any of the parties in that country the oppor
tunity to secure arms and munitions of war for the purpose of 
carrying on the internecine war, or whether the door shoulcl be 
thrown open and each should have· the same opportunity that is 
afforded to the other. 

l\Ir. FALL. 1\fr. President, I have listened to the Senator so 
far with a great deal of pleasure, and I should like now to ask 
him a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. FALL. The Senator has had a great many years of ex

perience, as he says, in diplomatic matters. Would it be con
tra ry to all the rules of diplomacy if he would tell the Senate 
now just what be thinks about this matter and what ought to 
be done under the existing conditions? 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean as to arms? 
Mr. FALL. I mean, first, as to the shipment of arms; second, 

as to the matter of the treatment by this Go\ernment of its 
citizens who are in Mexico. • 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator asks me a question 
which it would take me a good long time to answer, if I were 
to give all the views which I think I might possibly enter
tain, or do entertain, as indicating what we should do there in 
each particular. If the Senator means to inquire of me whether 
I think the Government of the United States ought to intervene 
in Mexico, I shall be very prompt to answer his question. 

Mr. FALL. I did not ask the Senator for his reasons. I 
asked him if he had any opinion. That would not take long to 
express. 

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator will pardon me, but he can 
not put me in a position which I do not occupy. I have said 
nothing about ·reasons. I said if the Senator desired me to 
give my opinion as to whether or not the Government of the 
United States should intervene in Mexico, I would give it to him 
very promptly. Does the Senator understand that? 

Mr. FALL. Yes; · the Senator understands it. I did not ask 
for .any such opinion, however. I asked the Senator for an
swers to two distinct questions. I did not ask him for his opin
ion upon either of those matters, but simply as to whether 
he could answer those questions; and, if so, whether it would 
be contrary to his ideas of what was true diplomacy to give me 
answers to them. . 
. l\Ir. BACON. Mr. President, at one moment the Senator ::mys 
he is asking me for my opinion and not for my reasons ; and, 
then, when I propose to give him my opinion he says he does 
not ask me for my opinion. Therefore, I must confess, I am a 
little at a loss to know how I am to answer the Senator's 
questions. 

l\Ir. FALL. Then I might ask, making the distinction which 
the Senator understands, as a lawyer, between a decision and 
an opinion, whether he has arrived at a decision on any phase 
of the Mexican question except that the United States should 
not intervene? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 
:Mr. FALL. I make that distinction between a decision and 

. an opinion because I do not want an opinion. 
l\fr. BACON. I have not the right to decide the matter, con

sequently I shall insist on giving my view as un opinion, with 
all due deference to the very fine and metaphysical distinction 
drawn by the learned and distinguished Senator from New 
Mexico. 

In my opinion a citizen of the United States in Mexico is en
titled to exactly the same protection that a citizen of the United 
States in any other country i~ entitled to when he gets into 
trouble--no more and no less. I do not think it is practicable 
for the Go\ernment of the United States to go into Mexico and 
extend its physical protection to a citizen of the United States, 
and redress his wrongs in Mexico without armed intervention. 
I know of no way in which the Government can physically 
extend protection to a citizen of the United States in l\Iexico, 
or redress wrongs by force and compulsion in Mexico, other 
than by force and intervention. Possibly the Senator from New 
Mexico does know some way in which that can be done. · 

Mr. FALL. No, Mr. President; if the Senator will yield for 
a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
further yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

l\Ir. BACON. Certainly. -
Mr. FALL. The .American people in Mexico have not asked 

for intervention, l\Ir. President. They have asked that the pres
ent diplomatic policy of the United States be done away with 
just for a little while, and that we go back to true Jeffersonian 
and Hamiltonian principles in our diplomacy. 

Mr. BACON. Diplomacy can not enforce anything in l\lexico 
or anywhere else outside of the territory of the United States 
Government. Diplomacy may secure redress, but not throuO'h 
force. Diplomacy stops when force begins to exert its power. 
Everybody knows that. Fine words can not make a distinction 
which does not exist. Therefore, I say that while it is our duty 
to extend in all possible ways our assistance to citizens of the 
United -States in Mexico who may be in trouble, we can not 
undertake by force to give protection to a citizen in .Iexico 
except by armed intervention. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to announce 

that the Chair seems not to be addressed, a.od has not been to
day. 

Mr. LODGE. The Chair is quite correct. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. BACON. I do. 
l\Ir. LODGE. The Senator speaks about diplomacy and the 

inability to enforce it. .As a general propasition of course that 
is quite true.- But under treaties and general international law 
we, in common with all other nations, have certain rights in re
gard to which it is possible for diplomacy to do a great deal. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. LODGE. A short time ago a German was killed in 

Mexico, and his wife and I think a child or some one else 
with him, under circumstances of the most revolting cruelty. 
Th1·ough the German minister, without any threat of war, but 
through diplomatic methods, they got within n few days, as 
soon as the facts were known, an indemnity of 100,000 marks 
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for that German and his family. If I am correctly informed, 
some 80 Americans ha'7e been killed in l\Iexico, and I do not 
know how mucb property bas been ·destroyed. If we have re
ceived any indenmity, either under the last administratipn or 
under this ndministra ti on, I have failed to discover it. 

1\fr. BACON. .All that may be true. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Diplomacy can do a gr-eat deal after all. 
Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

further yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
l\fr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I should like to 

reply to the Senator fr.om Massachusetts before I yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. I simply want to add another matter to that 
which has been 8tated. 

Mr. BAOON. The statement made by the Senator from Massa
chusetts in no wise conflicts with the proposition submitted 
by myself. That is, that it is the duty of this Government to 
do for any citizen of the United States woo may be within the 
territory of Mexico just exactly wbat it would do for -any onE! 
of its citizens in any other country when that citizen got int<;> 
trouble, and that whatever can be accomplished by diplomacy 
or any other method short of fwce should be accomplished. 
Possibly the Senator was not in his seat when r made that 
statement, or I would not bave been tbe subject of his criticism. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I was not. I simply heard the Senator's 
last statement. But if the Senator will permit me, and then I 
will not interrupt him again, my complaint is that all that 
diplomacy can effect--

1\Ir. BACON. Should be done. 
Mr. LODGE (continuing). Which is \ery much when it :is 

backed up by its own government, as the consuls and llmbassa
dors ought to be, has not been done in Mexico. Our consuls 
bave not been backed up. On the contrary, I am c~rtain that 
they have received in times past-I will not say under thls admin
istration, but under the last, perhaps-a very definite warning," 
the old French warning, "Not too much zeal." My contenti-0n 
is that we have not done all we ought to do through diplomatic 
and consular channels. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean, when he uses the 
term '"backed up," that they should be backed up by other 
than diplomfrtic methods? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not. 
Mr. BACON. Then there is no trouble between the Senator 

,. and myself. 
Mr. LODGE. Oh, certainly not. 
Mr. BACON. I go a.s far as he does. 
l\fr. SMITH of Arizona. Suppose diplomacy utterly fails? 
Mr. LODGE. That is another question. 
Mr. BACON. When· diplomacy fails, then it is a question 

whether or not force shall be ru;ed. 
Mr. FALL. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques

tion? 
Mr. BACON. One moment; let me reply to the Senator from 

'.Arizona. I will give the Senator from New Mexico all the time 
and all the opportunity he wants. 

The Senator from Arizona asks what shall be done in case 
diplomacy fails. When diplomacy fails, it is then always a 
question for every GoYernment whether or not the controversy 
is one which will justify a war or whether it shall be sub
mitted to arbitration. Those are questions to be determined 
.when the contingency arises. .'.l'he time certainly has not yet 
come when we can say with propriety that we will go to war 

. with Mexico or decide that we will submit the matter to arbi
, tration. There is no authority there with whom we can arbi
. trate; and the time has not come when, by reason of the injuries 
; which have been inflicted upon our citizens, we should i·esort 
to war. 

Afr. SMITH of Arizona. If the Senator wm permit me, how 
. long, then, would civilization permit to go on the crimes which 
are constantly being perpetrated there, and we the nearest 

1 neighbor? I beliern that was the excuse given for our inter
vention in Cub3.-that crimes .against all the laws of civiliza
tion were being committed, 

Mr. BACON. The Senator means to inquire how long we 
shall stop before we inteneue by force. Is th.at the roeuning 
<>f the Sena tor? 

' · l\fr. SMITH of Arizona. How long it shall continue. 
1 Aft'. BACON. Is that what the Senator means when he asks 
how long it shall continue? Does he mean how long we shall 
permit it to continue before we make armed intervention in 
l\fexko? 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Arizona. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BACON. 1\lr. Presid,ent, that brings me. to a suggestion 

:which I did not intend to make, but which I think the question . 

of the Senator from Arizona and what has been said bv the 
.Senator from New Mexi-eo probably justifies that I should make. 

ASSIGNMENT OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o'clock having ar
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
whlch will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2254) to amend chapter 1, sec
ti-0n 18, of the Judicial Code. 

l\Ir. O'GORMAN. I move that the bill be recommitted to 
th~ Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPORTATION OF A.RMS TQ MEXICO. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
( S. J. Res. 43) to repeal the joint resolution of March 14, 1912, 
authorizing the President to prohibit the expoi·tation of arms~ 
etc. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think the question of the Sen
ator from Arizona should be replied to. - I think the Senator bas 
put the matter in a shape which was evidently in the mind of 
the Senator from New Mexico, but the Senator from New Mexic-0 
would not come square up to the scratch. That is the difference 
between them. The Senator from New Mexico and the Senator 
from Arizona evidently desire that this country should intervene 
forcibly in Mexico and endea-vor by its Army and Navy to re
establish order. Mr. President, that is a very large proposition. 

l\Ir. Sl\IITH .of Arizona. If the Senator will permit me-
Mr. BACON. I was replying to the Senator's inquiry. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I wish to say that the Senator puts 

me in an attitude that I do not entirely entertain. I was ask
ing for information from the large experience of my friend the 
Senator in such questions as to how long a civilized country can 
sit idly by arni see its citizens murdered and its property de
stroyed; its sailors from its own battleships on t.11. streets of 
a city, when unarme~ shot down by officers or alleged officers 
of that country. I was asking the Senator's judgment. 

I will also add that the destruction of their own property ha.s 
gone to a point where they a.re now utterly unable to respond 
in damages for what we have already suffered from them. 
How far, I ask, under tllose circumstances shall it go before 
the last resort must be had? 

I was not giving it so much, as the Senator supposed, as my 
present purpose to advise intervention in Mexico, out rather tQ 
get the Senator's idea as to how long we should delay before the 
last step is taken. 

l\Ir. BACON. l\Ir. President, the inquiry of the Senator 
when he recites certain facts as a predicate for his inquiry 
means only one thing, and th.at is whether under the circum
stances narrated . by him the time has come for interV"ention. 
So there is no difference, at least, between the question as I 
presented it and the question as propounded by him now. 

I can not go that length, Mr. President. But I just want 
to say one thing. In the first place, everybody who gives this 
matter any reflection recognizes that intervention in Mexico 
does not mean a temporary incursion or a temporary occupa
tion, It means an occupation of that country by a great Ameri
can Army to stay there for a generation, an<I then in all prob
ability, and 1n the judgment ot t])ose who have given the matter 
the roost thought, for all time. We should certainly giYe our
selves paUBe before we do that. 

It is an e~sily demonstrable proposition that it would be 
much cheaper for the United States Government to pay not only 
for every dollar of damage that has been inflicted by these 
disorders in Mexico upon the prop<?rty and persons .of American 
citizens, but also to pay for e>ery particle of property owned in 
the Republic of Mexico by American citizens than it wou1d be 
to go to the expense which would be invoked i:h a war of that 
kind, interminable as it would be, and iU"\'Olving consequences 
which would necessarily revolutionize .our own institutions, be
sides imposing another great pension list the burden of which 
would be borne by our people for two generationo to come. 

.Mr. President, as tQ what we will do in Mexico I want to say 
one word, and I will be glad if the 1\Iexicans themselves can 
hear it. It is that the responsibility is upon them for the 
restomtion of order in that country and for the erection and 
maintenance of a civilized and an orderly government, capable 
of .enforcing law and of putting down revolution. 

.Aud, M.r. President, what I particularly want to sfty is that 
tbere is but one thing necessary to be done to accomplish that, 
an<I that is for the better class of the people of Mexico-those 
who have the .education, those who have the social standing, 
those who have the property-to be willing to take their lives 
in their hands for the purpose of maintaining ordet• in their own 
country . 
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It is a fact, Mr. President, if my information is -correct, that 
tlle class of people of whom I have spoken are not willing to 
tEka their lives in their hands -for the purpose of maintainin5 
order, of enforcing law, and . maintaining established _govern-

, ment in that country; that men who have property, white men, 
the intelligent classes, the social classes in Mexico, sit back and 
are unwilling to take arms in their h~nds for the purpose of 
establishing order in 1\fexico. Whenever they are willing to do 
that tllere is no trouble about their establishing order in Mexico. 
If that were the condition in this country, there would be white 
men who would take arms in their hands and risk their lives 
and shed their blood for t\le purpose of restoring order and 
maintaining good government; and order can be restored and 
good government can be maintained in Mexico whenever the 
white men of Mexico are ready to risk their lives for that 
purpose. 

Mr. President, I have made some inquiry about this matter. I 
have asked how many white men there are in the city of Mexico. 
I am told that there are between two and three hund1~ed thou
sand white population in the City of l\Iexico. That means at 
least 40,000 white men between 18 and 45 years of age who can 
be enrolled in an army, and 40,000 white men, Jf put into an 
army, can rule Mexico under present conditions. Forty thou
sand organized and disciplined white men, · intent on restoring 
good government can easily put down the rortng bands of re,·o-
lutionists in that country. · 

I have inquired how many white men there are in the Repub
lic of Mexico. I am told that · there are three and a half mil
lion white men. I am told that of the entire three and a half 
million it is only here and there that a white man can be found 
who is willing to risk his life for the purpose of restoring order 
in the country. They are sitting back in personal security and 
letting brigands, because they are nothing more, enlist all the 
revolutionary, anarchistic elements in that country, people who 
like the license of war and plunder and ravage under the forms 

, of war; and it is nothing in the world but brigandage. They 
are perfectly willing that their country should be ·tramped 
and marked from one end to the other by these irresponsible 
bandits, and they sit back in security in their clubs and in 
their city residences and on their estates aod are unwilling to 
take arms in their hands for the purpose of defending their 
own country agaip.st anarchy and rapine and unbridled license. 

When the men who own the property, the men of social and 
business standing, the men having the most at stake; are not 
willing to spill their blood to protect themselves and their 
property and social institutions they are calling upon the United 
States Government for help. They would involve us in an ex
penditure of untold treasure and ha·rn this country shed its 
blood for the purpose of establishing government aud main
taining law and order in that country when they themselves 
are not willing to take the risk that they demand of us for 
that purpose. When these white men in Mexico do their whole 
duty and fail, when they t:,ike their lives in their hands in an 
honest effort to save their country and fail, then it will be 
time enough to look to us for aid. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. Afr. President--
1\Ir. BACON. Let the 1\Iexican people hear us, and let them 

know that it is known in the United States that the men of 
position, the men of property, the men of social standing, the 
·men who pride themselves on their lineage are not willing to 
take their lives in their hands in order to have good govern
ment in that country, and that they are sitting back supinely 
and asking the United States Government to do it. For one I 
shall ne;-er agree to it. I do not know whether I have made 
myself definite or not. The Senator from New Mexico talks 
about my dealing in diplomacy. If that is diplomacy, let us 
ha>e some plaih talking. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Sena tor from Arizona? 
. l\Ir. BA.CON. I do. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. I do not know what white people 
the Senator refers to in the Republic of 1\Iexico. As to the 
white Americans in Mexico, there are very few of them citizens 
of that Republic. 

Ur. BACON. I am not speaking of them at all. I did not 
ha rn them in my mind. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. Of the Americans there, a large 
number are poor people working for wages on property there 
.belonging to Americans. As to the people of Mexico, as far as 
my obserni.tions have gone and from what reading I have done 
of that country, it is a question of pure jealousy between 
the leaders of the parties and as to which one should do the 
ruling. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly; and the -men who should do he rul
ing, the men who should decide matters, are carefully tnking 
care of themselv.es and trying to take care of their property, 
and particularly, above all things, trying to avoid the pilling 
of a drop of their own blood. That is what m:v information is. 
If I am wrong, if it be true that the white men. of 1\Iexico are 
not thus abandoning their duty, if it be true that they ha·rn 
arms in their hands, of course that presents a different . ques
tion; but I understand that about the only white men in the 
field are generally leaders of these revolutionary bands, or 
aspiring to be such. If I am misrepresenting them, I am ready 
to retract it in the same place where I have made the charge. 

Mr. President, I do not believe there will ever be n q11estion 
about the truth of it, because I have made this inquiry from 
men in position to know, ancl I am told it is a fact that the 
men who have property, the men who have education, the men 
who have social standing, the men who have most to lose by 
revolution and most to gain by a well ordered and established 
government, will not take arms in their hands for the .purpose 
of endeavoring to secure conditions in l\fexico which would make 
their lives and their property safe and their institutions in har
mony with that of other civilized nations. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ge~rgia 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
1\Ir. BA.CON. I do. 
l\fr. NORRIS. I should like to ask the Senator in reference 

to the joint resolution that is now before the Senate whetller, 
in his judgment, the United States Government ought to treat 
the two present contending factions in Mexico the same, as far 
as permission to buy and transport arms and ammunition from 
this country is concerned? 

l\fr. BACON. 1\Ir. President, I want to speak frankly to the 
Senator. I prefer that that question shall be carefully consid
ered by the committee. I do not hesitate to E-;:r. though, speak
ing personally, that in the absence of a recognition of Huerta. 
and in the belief which I entertain that his government is as 
much of a revolutionary government as that of the government 
now organized and having arms in the field in northern Mexico, 
in my opinion, we should, as far as practicable, equalize condi
tions between them. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand it, we are not doing that at 
the present time. 

Mr. BACON. If we are not, it is not due to the joint resolu
tion of .March 14, 1912. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Probably not. 
l\fr. BACON. That is what I wanted to call attention to. 

The joint resolution of 1\Iarch 14, 1912, does not make any differ
ence between them. If the joint resolution is being complied 
with, there is no authority for any distinction between them, 
because the proclamation of the President prohibited the ship
ment of arms and munitions of war and did not distinguish 
between one party and the other party . 

.Mr. NORRIS. I understand there is a discrimination now. 
Mr. BA.CON. Not under the joint resolution. 
Mr. NORRIS. No; but under the operation of the joint 

resolution and the proclamation of the President there is a 
difference made between arms and ammunition going to the 
so-called Huerta government and the so-called insmgent gov
ernment; and if there should be a difference, would it not fol
low that the Government logically ought to recognize-

Mr. BACON. If there is any difference it is the difference 
being made by the Executive order or by those who have charge 
of the enforcement of the law, who are doing it without Ex
ecutive order, but it is not due to any defect in the joint reso
lution. 

l\fr. NORRIS. I might be wrong about it, but as I under
stand the situation it could have no legal effect until put in 
operation by the proclamation of the President, and. the Presi
dent did issue such proclamation, and it is under that proclama
tion that the discriminations take place. 

Mr. BA.CON. The Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. NORRIS. It is not by virtue of the proclamation, because 

. the proclarna ti on does not make any distinction. It may be 
done in violation of the proclamation. 

1\Ir. BACON. Perhaps it is in violation of the President's 
proclamation. Very well; that is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. NORRIS. I concede it is. The question I was trying 
to get the Senator's opinion on is whether under existing con
ditions the two contending factions in l\lexico should not be 
treated exactly alike by our Government. 

l\fr. BA.CON. I think the Senator will bear witness to the 
fact that I have answered that question. 

Mr. NORRIS. I.rather think the Senator bas. 
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Mr. BACON. The Senator is .repeating it as if I had not. 
Ur. NORRIS. The Senator answered it, but said several 

other things incMentally that indicated to me at least that he 
had not answered it, · and I -wanted to call his attention particu
larly to the question. 

1\1r. BACON. I wish to say simply this, that while that is 
the present impression -upon my mind, and it appears to me to be 
just and right, at the s_ame time it is a matter of such gravity 
tbat I would not be willing to act without the careful considera
tion of the committee which is specially charged with the- con
sideration of questions of that kind. I might be the only mem
ber of that committee who- thought that way. I clo not know. 
I think, anyhow, that the matter should be -very carefully 
guarded, because we must bear in mind the fact tha t the origin 
of the joint resolution was dealing with an e\il in the State of 
•.rexas, and it came before the Congress of the United States 
through a representation made by the President of tlle United 
States in consequence of an appeal made by the authorities of 
Texas. So f""e have not only in the queRtion what regulation 
sha11 be made to look to the question of justice between these 
two contending revolutionary factions, but we ha\e to carefully 
guard the interests of our own people, not only in Mexico but 
more particularly our people : on our side of the line, because 
every man wtio ·goes on the other side necessariJy goes there 
with a knowledge of the fact that he takes a risk when he goes 
in any country of that kind. 

l\Ir. FALL. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yielu to the Senator from New Mexico? 
l\fr. BACON. I do. 
l\Ir. FALL. I notice on page 3258 of' the RECORD of March 

13, 1912, a statement made with reference to the joint resolu
tion in which the name of Texas is used, and then the purpose 
of the joint resolution is set forth. I stat~d this, I think; in 
my opening, and I will read it from the RECORD. The statement 
made by the Senator from New York [Mr. RooT], and it was 
the only statement made with reference to it, was the following: 

The situation in Texas is such that it does not admit of delay for 
the purpose of the general r eform of our neutrality laws, and the 
people of Texas are deeply inte'tested in having this extension of power 
to th e President made immediately. 

With the extension of the application of the joint resolution from 
seaports to all places in the United States, the committee thought it 
was advisable to put some limitations upon the power which is included 
in the existing law, anQ. so the power of the President to forbid the 
exportation of arms and munitions has been limited to countries in 
which he finds that domestic violence is being promoted by the procure
ment of arms and munitions of war from the nited States. At the 
same time a penalty is affixed for the violation of the prohibition. 

The conditions are such that thousands of Americans in :Mexico are 
now .fleeing from their homes there and are abandoning their occupa- · 
tions, their mines, their manufactories, and their business because it 
is necessary to do so to prevent theil' lives from being destroyed by 
·arms and munitions which are being sold and transported across the 
border from the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; that is true; but it is also true, as stated 
by me, that the initiation of this matter was due to an appeal 
by the authorities of the State of Texas, and that, in recogni
tion of that fact; when the President of the United States in
vited the Foreign Relations Committee to meet with him in 
the White House, with the Secretary of State present-I am 
not sure that it was the Secretary or whether it was one of his 
assistants, but certainly the State Department was repre
sented-it was recognized by him at the same time that Texas 
was so immediately interested in it that the Senators from 
Texas should be invited to be present, and that they were pres
ent at that conference. 
· Mr. President, I merely want to say one other word in regard 
to the condition in Mexico and the responsibility resting upon 
the men who have the greatest stake in that country, to wit, 
the men who have the property, the men of intelligence, the 
men of education, and the men of social standing. As I have 
said before, in a discussion of this matter, it was suggested to 
me, when I spoke of the failure of the white men in that coun
try to take arms in their hands and establish a government 
and maintain order, that they were scattered. It was then I 
made the inquiry as to the respective numbers, and I asked 
"How many are there in the whole of Mexico?" I was told 
there were about three and a half million white men in Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. Does the Senator--
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me until I finish 

that statement-I have not quite finished-I will then yield to 
the Senator. 

Mr. FALL. I suppose the Senator wants his statement to be 
correct . 

.Mr. BA.CON. I will yield to the Senator at the proper time, 
but not in the middle of a sentence. 

When it was suggested that they were scattered I then asked 
the question, " How many are, there in the City of Mexico? " 

I was told there were between two hundred and three hundred 
thousand. I take up •the -calculation where I left it off, that 
there is right in the City of Mexico an army large enough under 
present conditions, and in view of the character of the roving 
bands which kick up all the fuss in l\Iexico and keep up all the 
disorder and revolution, there are in Mexico City itself enough 
white men when organized to restore order and to establish a 
proper goyernment; but when you come to talk about the entire 
white population of Mexico-and in this I have no reference 
whatever to Americans, but I am talking about Mexicans-three 
millions and a half of white people mean, at · the very lowest 
cnlculation, a half million of men between the riges ·of 18 and 
45 years; and who doubts the fact that tha-t half million of 
men-interested in the property of that country, vitally inter
ested in the establishment and maintenance of good govern
ment and in the enforcement of the law-if they are ready to 
take arms in their hands and use them, can restore order and es
tablish the good government in l\1ex:ico that some are now indi
rectly or directly appealing to us to establish for them. 

Now I yield to the Senator from New MexiCo. 
Mr. F ALI.i. The Senator from Georgia seems to object, Mr. 

President, and I have no further desire to interrupt him. I will 
later -make a statement which I think may possibly cast some 
light on the subject. · 

Mr. BACON. I did not catch what the _Senator from New 
l\Iexico said. 

Mr. FALL. I said that the Senator, it seems to me, objects 
to the· Senator from New Mexico interrupting him . . 

Mr. BACON. That is an utterly unwarranted statement. 
l\Ir. FALL. I leaye that to the record, Mr. President. 
Mr. BACON. I objected to the Senator interrupting me in 

the middle of a sentence, but stated to him that I would yield 
when I got through. The Senator well knows the fact that I 
do not obj~ct · to hi~ interrupting me. 

Mr. FALL. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
I have not addi·ei:.sed the Senator nor opened my mouth except 
after addressing the Chair and having recognition of the Chair 
and the Chair asking the Senator to yield, and then the Senator 
would invariably break in with the statement that he did not 
want to be interrupted at that time. That is wbat I have ref
erence to. 

l\Ir. BACON. But with the promise that the Senator wonld 
be yielded to and be permitted to interrupt, and he has been so 
permitted. When the Senator intimates to the contrary, he is 
not justified by the facts. ~ 

Mr. FALL. I disagree with the Senator from Georgia; that 
is all. 

Mr. BACON. l\Ir. PTesident, I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I desire to ~ay a few words. 
l\fr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis issippi 

yield to me for just one moment? I want to put a- statement 
in the RECORD if I can. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Certainly, I yield. 
Mr. FALL. Mr. President, there has been a great deal of 

talk about the condition of affairs in Mexico, the wealth of 
Mexico, and so forth, and the property interests of Americans. 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the statement 
from the official records of the State -Department-I will say 
that it is not exactly accurate, as I happen to know, but the 
proportionate amounts are approximately correct-as to the 
total wealth of Mexico and who holds it. 

As to the total wealth of the Republic of Mexico, Mr. Presi
dent-remember, now, that this leaves out very largely the 
land holdings and the land lot values-the Americans have 
$1,057,770,000 worth of property, and the Mexicans themselves, 
including all the real estate, town lots, and property of that 
kind, have $792,187,242. Of the total valuation of the property 
of Mexico to-day Americans from the United States own 48 
per _cent, while the Mexicans own less than 28 per cent. You 
would relegate us to diplomacy to recover our money through 
taxation, taxing ourselves 48 per cent to pay back to ourselves 
the money and the property of which we have been deprived. 

l\Ir. President, I hold in my hand a full schedule taken from 
the consular reports in the office of the State Department, and, 
if possible, I should like to have it spread upon the record 
for the information of the Senate. It contains the American,... 
English, French, Mexican, and all other totals and percentages 
of p1:operty owned in that Republic by the Mexicans and by 
other people. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
'I'he Chair hears none, and the paper _ will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The schedule referred to follows. 
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°Wt'alth of Mexico. 

V al.1Jatians. 

':I.ass. 
American. English. i French. Mexican. All other. Total. Amer

ican. 

JUNE 27, 

Percent. 

Il!1f ' French. ~~i- All 
other. 

--------------'l·------f----- 1----__.;1----~1---- >-------·---~ ---------
:Bailway stocks ...... _ .•.......•. _ ... 't235., 464, 000 $81, 237, 800 ··w;ooo;ooo· $125, 440, 000 $75,000 $442, 216, 800 0.5324 0.1837 .0. 2837 0. 0012 
'Railway bonds ... ·-··-··············· 40 ,926,-000 ~68Il,OOO 12,:275, 000 38,535,380 564, 416,:380 . 7245 .1553 6, 0301 .021 .0683 
B:an'.k stocks .•... --~·- .. __ ..•...... -- .· 7,850,000 ' 000,000 ' 31, 000,000 31,llaD,000 3,250,000 79,050,000 .0993 .0633 .3921 . . 404:2 ' .0411 
Bank deposits .••.•... -··· - ····-····--' Z!,700,000 ...... -- .. -- ...... -- .. .................... 161, 963, 042 18, 560,000 203, 223' 042 .1117 -.. ----... .............. . 7970 .0913 
Mines .............••. - .............. : !<23,000,000 : 43,000,000 5,000,000 7,500) 000 7_,830,-000 2 6.930,000 • 7770 .1520 .017'5 .0262 .'0273 
!Smelters ............. ·-· •.. -- .•... _ .. '2-0, 500, ooa . -· · ift ;ooo; ooo · ···-oo;ooo;ooo- 7,200,000 '3,000,000 36, 700,.000 . • 7221 1 

.,.,..~ ---·- .1002 .o 17 
:National bonds ............ ·- _ .... _ .52, 000 ,.000 21,-000' 000 .......... ----- --- ~00, 000, 000 .2000 .3350 · ·:3ooc» .1050 
Timberlands··-·-····-······-·--···· 8,100,000 '10, 300, 000 ............................ ·5 eoo ooo 750,000 24, 750,000 .3272 .4162 ... ............. .2263 .0303 
11anches ....••••••••.•...•........... 3,156;000 2,'700,000 ......................... 14:000:000 . .................... '.19,850,1)00 .1587 .1360 ----·--· . 7053 
Farms"> .............. ·----- -- __ ·- ."!. 900.,000 '1fi0,000 .. -·--- ------ -.. .§7,000,000 1,250,000 49.970,000 .0192 .0152 .. ............... .9406 .1()2'5!) 
Liv-e to.ck ..•.... _ ....•..•..••..•..... 9,000,000 ... ,._.680:000· ......... - ............... 47 450,.000 3, 00,000 60,250,000 .1493 .. .............. ............... • 7876 .0631 
Rouses and personal property._ ...... 4,500,000 .. ·- -- .. -- -.. ....... - 127. 020' 000 .2, 760,000 134, 960, 000 .0333 .0050 · ·:o29i- . 9412 .0205 
Cotton mills ........................•. ·· -· · · i;2oo;il00 · 450,000 19,'()()(),000 6,000,000 4, 750,000 ao,200,000 .0149 .1937 .1573 
Soap factories._ .... ·-· ...•... __ ..•. _ . -·· .. -.... -- .......... 

··---3;238~000· 
.2, 78Q,OOO :a, '600, 000 7r580,<000 .1583 ----·--- .. :3ii6i. .3668 .4749 

Tobacco fact-Ories _ ·-·--. ·- .... ·- ...... --- ·~· --·' ............ ------- --· 4, 712,-000 895,000 . S,8~5,000 ··:w· ................ _5327 .1012 
Breweries ..........................•. eoo,ooo . ......... __ ...... .... ...... 178,000 2,822,000 l,2W,OOO ' 4,850., 000 .0367 .5818 .2578 
Factories, misceUaneons ............. t>,<COO, , oo 2, 780,000 .................. a,,210,200 3,-000, 000 18,-650, 200 .51.47 .1491 .1754 .i.603 
Tramways, power and tilectric tight 

8,ooo,"ooo folants ..... _. _ ....••..•....••.•...• 760,000 . ·-7·ooc,. 000 ·1 
.I), 155,000 2751000 14,100,000 .0536 .5638 .3633 .0193 

·s res, wholesale ...•.....•.........•. .2, 700,000 : 110,000 2,800_,000 14., 270;000 2~880,000 .1004 .004.1 ·-:'2004" .1042 .5309 
Stores, reta.il .......................... i., o;ooo 30,000 ·~·000 71,'2115,000 2,175,000 7 ' 00,000 .0222 .0004 .0090 .939 .028 
Oil business .. _ ..........•... _ ........ 15,000,000 10,-000,·000 --- -·-------- - 650,000 .......................... 25,-050, 000 .5 48 .3899 .0253 
Rubber: industry._ ·····-···~·······--, 15,000,000 ---· "sw;ooo · ••#'·------- ... -- 4,500,000 2,500,000 22,000,000 ' .G818 .,. .. _ ...... -.. .2045 .1137 
Pr-oiessional outfits._ ..•• _ ............. a,coo,ooo ........................ 1,560,000 1,100,000 ·1,no,000 .5063 _.1181 . ........... .2194 .1532 
Insurance .................•...•...... 4,000,000 -.. -...... --- ......... ................... _ .. ..... 2,000,000 3,500,000 9,500,000 .4211 ... ........... .............. .2105 .'3 4 
Theaters ...•........•....•..• _ ... _ .•. 20,000 ....... _,. ________ .. , ..... ________ ., 1,575,000 500,000 2,095,000 .0095 .............. .... ... ....... • 751 .23 7 
Hotels ............. ·- ...• -.•. - .... ·-. Z00,000 ··· ·-·iis;eioo· ....•. 350;000. 1, 730,000 710,000 2,700,.000 .0963 .. ............. ........... .6408 .2629 
Institutions, public and semipublic .. l,'200,000 74,-000,000 200,000 75,875,000 .0158 .0016 .0046 .9753 .0027 

TotaL •. ·- ~. ·- ..• , -- .. _, ••..• 
I 

1,057, 770,000 321, 302, 800 143, 44.6,000 792, 187, 242 118, 535, 380 2, 434., 24.1, 422 1 • 4345 1 .1320 1.0589 :t.3259 1.0487 

~Aver.age per cent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on fue JDotion -0f hea1d at length from parties who .aTe well informed and who 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON] to refer the resoltrtion ham been living in Mexico, one of them particulru.·ly, at the 
to the Committee on Fore.ign Relations. ,instance of the Senato-1· from Arizona, who brought before u a 

l.\lr. WILLIAMS. If there are 500,QOO white men in the :\el'Y mtellig~ and well-informed man, i-Ofilltifiro with one 
Republic of Mexico whe .are not d-efending their homes .and .of the largest industries in Mexico, who was heard at great 
Charging themseh--es with the maintenance of order, I appre- length. We have also had others before our committee, but 
bend that the trouble is that they are not armed. Unless the . we will be 'rery glad to have still further information; and I will 
blood is peculiarly untrue to itself there, I can not account for · say to the .Senator that ther,e will be no disposition on the part 
the situ a ti on in any other way. of myself, nor do r believe .an the part of .any other member of 

This debate has drifted T'ery 'far from its moorings. The the -committee, to delay a report in regm·d to this matter. 
resolution offered by the Senator from .yew Mexico [::Ur. FALL] l\f.r. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. P 1resident, I have no purpo e 
is merely to repeal a resolution passed on l\Iarch 14, 1.912. So <>r .intenti'On of prolonging this debate. It has arisen unex
far as I am concerned, although it appears in the RECORD tbat pectedly to m.e, and what I may say .here now must carry with 
I asked the 'Senator from New 'York a question concerning it, it roy ..e<mfession. of unprepm.·ed.ness to properly disc s a ques
I did not apprehend that anything was being done except ·the . tion .of uch profound importance, not only t@ our soutlrea.·n 
strengthening of the neutr.ality laws .ef the Unit~d States. I sister Republic, wtth whom we ha-v.e o long lived in amity, t-0 
had no idea that the ·time-honored neutrality laws and -cust-0.ms our mutual ad1-antage and happiness, but till more is it imvor
and practices of the United States were 'being i·epea1ed by an tant to the honor and dignity of the United Stutes and our 
amendment to ·a war measure whlch was passed during the responsibility t-0 other nations and to the peace <>f the w-0rld. 
Spanish-American War. I should lih""e to see the country go I ha"-e very pronounced opinions .about the .Mexican situution, 
back to the principles which actuated it from the beginning and but I hall -endea'l'or to suppre s ilie expre sion of much that 
say to every American citizen~ "Y-0u nave a perfect xight to I sho:u.ld like to say at this time, hoping tllat in the more quiet 
sell arms or any other .contraband of war, provided only ~ou atmosphere of the Committee on F.oreign Relations or in execu
do so with the notice -giY-en you in '.advance ~'-which was glven tiv.e session of th-e Senate we ·may temperately reach such con
very far in advanee, because I believe it was in the. nrst year ctusi.ons as !is d-emanded of Congress by the unhappy and un
of George Washington's first administration, or. if n-ot, the fortunate conditi-0ns n-ow confronting us. I want in the outset , 
second year-" that you do youi· selling at y.our own risk." to say, in justice to my plaee on this flo.or a.s well as to the just 
That is all there is inv.olved in this joint 1·esolution. :Sentiment of tho.se who sent me here, that I share folly their 

Mr. BACON. Mr. 'President, I repeat that I recognize that .opinions in xegard to our pr:evious course in the Mexican im
condi tions have changed. It may be that this is a proper :reso- l>roglio, and I share the shame they feel when I ee the course 
lution to be ,adopted, but it ought to rbe iearefully .considered; I cur Governn1ent pm'Sued in failure to promptly and .adequately 
and I ha>e moved therefore that it be re-feued to the Commit- net :in proteetion of the lives .and p1·operty of our citizens doing 
tee on Foreign Relati-0ns.. :bufiln~s Jn Me:x:ieo and at the inwitation .of that .Republic and 

l\Ir. FALL Mr. President, I will say to the 'Senator thnt I IUllder the double guaranty of its law -and the treaty obligations 
ba·rn no objection t-o the consideration -of the resolution by the w:b.ieh subsist bet1Veen that Republic .and ours. B-0th the laws 
F.oreign Relntions,Committee, .and, therefore, of lts ['efereuce to of Mexico and the treaty with us demanded fair and decent 
that committee; but ;r do w n.t t-0 <Say 1fu. t I :m not a membeT treatment -0f our citizens domiciled within her borders. This 
-0f that committee, nd I differ trom .som'e -0f it members >ery .lJru; not been .aooorded by Mexico. It shout-d have been enforced 
materially. I do not think thnt tbey understand., nor have ,tlley by the United States. This could h.a;ve been done in th.a first 
in\estigated, tl.J.e efrnditions in '.Mex.ic-0 and ulong QUf border. pla.oo by -our Government .a urning its :mcien.t, time-honored., 
The conditions ru·e exceedingly eritii.eal there. The Senator, 1 ru:id proper attitude. by open }Jf-()Clamation, that the United tate 
am going to say, tWill find M.mself 'in a positi0n wller.e he .does ,stood i·eady to pr.otect dt.s -citizens Qll any 4ncb. .of the -globe, 
not want to put hlntself nor put the United States by invoking 1 and that .all force necessary wonid be ' used for that purpose. 
just such aetian a be ha been tallking about now. · You will In tead of that Mr. 'l"a.ft warned, by p-roclamation, all !Citizens 
,Jlil. T'-e just such action before y-ou want it, an my audgment, unless of the U.Dit.ed :States d.omieiled in Mexico t-0 -0ff r no resist
rometlting is oone to eii~-e the tension., n:nd m:lle s that ifi id-one ance to any outrage but to peacefully get out of that :eountr:y. 
soon, -Yr. P1-esklent, 1 fear that we are going to be d:r:agged into ; This w.as t:antmnount ro .an in.vita.ti.on to Mexico to drive them 
a •ery mnch more erious situation th:m the chairman. at the · out if the Americans failed to folJow the advice of our President. 
Foreign Il.elntion.s -Oollllilittee has the iremotest idea ()f. · l\Iexico a.-ecepted th.at invitation, acted on it, and, -again.st e>ery 

Ir. BACON. M:r. '.Pres errt, the Senator is prob.ably not . precedent of international law. against ern1·y dictate of justice. 
· aware of the fact that the Committee on Foreign Relations b:a-ve i .agfilust evea·y :sentiment of modern ch-ilizntion that Republic 

had con iderable information a.u reg.a.rd to this matter :and have · pt"ooeeded t.o drirn our people_ like .flock of .sh~ep from their 
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homes, their business, and their last dollar of hard-earned prop
erty. The homes they left behind were destroyed, their crops 
ruined, and, penniless, hungry, and almost naked, they stood on 
their native soil, th~ objects of and the slight beneficiaries of 
our Go-vernment's charity. These people needed no charity from 
our Government; they deserved and should have had its protec
tion. No better citizenship ever left our land or returned to it 
under such degradation. 

Since the advent of Madero and the usual relolution attend
ing any accession to power in that country our citizens have 
been appealing to the executive branch of our Government for 
that protection guaranteed by every civilized nation to its citi
zens, but their cry has been unheeded, and, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] has well said, "there has been 
a lack of even any sort of energetic diplomacy." 

That our Government has often requested the Mexicans to 
cease their aggressions has been the most warlike, bristling, dan
gerous statement yet made, so far as I have been able to hear or 
see. I am not now criticizing the present administration, for it 
has inherited these difficulties and mistakes; but I make bold 
to suggest that the time has come for energetic and, if need be, 
drastic measures to secure the lives and property and peace of 
our people in Mexico. 
- The Democratic Party long ago wrote glorious history in de
fense of American citizenship. I confess to a prideful love of 
the old doctrine-the American historic doctrine-that a peace
ful American citizen, obeying the law of the land where he is 
sojourning, has a right to expect and will receive from his 
home Governme11t all proper protection, regardless of cost or 
consequences. 

A goyernment unwilling to go this far deserves the censure 
of its citizens rather than the love, the pride, and the devotion 
otherwise so generously accorded. 

Mr. President, I have no feeling of antipathy against l\Iexico. 
I have reason for kindly feeling toward that unhappy land, for 
many of its people are personal friends of mine. I wish it no 
harm; but, on the contrary, desire to see and welcome its peace 
and happiness. Modern civilization, however, demands not only 
of .Mexico, but of all nations, that needless and brutal and 
bloody war must cease within th~ir borders. Civilization de
mands that l\lexico should be pacified; that a civilized govern
ment should be permanently established there. And I believe 
it can be done without our intervention, which the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. BACON] seems so much to fear or dread. In my 
judgment this can be accomplished by now, and at once, cor
recting the mistakes made by the Taft administration. 

The Romero revolution against Diaz was aided by that ad
ministration, in· t!:iat it permitted the alleged rebels to bay 
contraband of war supplies and whatever else they saw fit to 
purchase, free from any restraint or embargo imposed by our 
Government. When the revolution against Madero broke out, 
an at once our Government stood behind him and refused to 
permit any supplies-even of bread and meat-to be purchased 
by the revolutionists; these men, in large numbers, being the 
very men that fought in the ranks of Madero and had rebel1ed 
against him even as they and he had rebe1led against Diaz. 

. I believe that if the Taft administration had acted in the 
rebellion against Romero as it acted in Romero's rebellion 
against Diaz not one life in twenty of peaceful American 
citizens would have been lost nor one dollar in the hundred 
of their property destroyed. But, be that as it may, we are 
confronted by great duties and equally great responsibilities at 
this Yery minute, responsibilities which must be met with 
fu·mness ancl justice, or even greater and more fateful prob
lems will force themselves on us for a more tragic solution. If 
we longer dally-I forbear, as I fear to look on the unfolding 
drama. The time in utter fullness has come for a warning 
to Mexico, couched in no uncertain. terms, directed to the in
habitants of that country under whatsoever leaders they act, 
regulars or revolutionists, that no further hand shall be laid 
in oppression on any peaceful citizen of this Republic abidrng 
in their land, nor shall his pr0perty be taken from him except 
at the peril of our national displeasure, which will involve at 
la t the decree of full satisfaction from the aggressor. Long 
ago such warning should have been given. If unheeded then, 
its penalties should have been enforced. It is a rotten, decayed 
Americanism that would excuse its failure of proper protection 
to its citizens under the easy plea that they had no business 
in l\fexico, that they only went there to better their own con
dition, .and that they should flee and leave all behind them whe.n 
so directed. The Pilgrims landed on Plymouth Rock to im
pro'e their condition. Every man not born in the Western 
States went there for the same purpose. Every_ man of us has 
a right -to go when and where he pleases for the same purpose, 
unless restrained by the laws of the country wherein we seek 

.. --· 

temporary domicile, and knowing that over our heads in all 
our lawful wanderings our country holds the shield of its pro
tection. Outrages ha-rn been committed there against Ameri
cans that no money compensation could adequately measure. 
From correspondence as well as from the public -press I am 
assured that men have been murdered there because they were 
Americans. That was their only crime. 

As far as I know no compensation or redress has been de
manded, no apology ever asked, and non~ certainly ever offered. 
These unspeakable outrages were visited on Americans becaus·e 
they were citizens of the United States, unshielded by their 
home Government and left, indeed, naked to their enemies. This 
statement is justified by comparison with the treatment accorded 
other nationalities similarly situated. 

The Senatm· from New Mexico assured me the other day-if I 
fully remember his statement-that in the case of certain out
rages on Chinese domiciled in Mexico, provision had been made 
by that Go-vernment to pay adequate and satisfactory damages to 
the Chinese Empire-or Republic, as now denominated-for the 
unwarranted assault on its subjects. This indemnity or re
dress was to be paid out of the loan then being negotiated by 
Mexico. 

Of an the Americans killed in Mexico no offer of reclress has 
been · made, no excuse offered, no apology forthcoming. The in
ference is that China was more exacting in the face of na fional 
insult than we were, or else Mexico had more respect for China 
than for the United States, and made proper amends, out of a 
sense of decent duty to a friendly nation. These Chinamen 
were in Mexico just exactly as our citizens were in.Mexico. Ger
many furnishes a more conspicuous example of national pride 
by collecting at once 100,000 marks for damages done several 
Germans in Mexico who were in that country under exactly the 
same circumstances and national guaranties that our 75 or 80 
citizens were, who have been similarly killed by Mexicans and 
not one cent paid by Mexico or even demanded by us. 

A still more conspicuous example claims our attention. In 
two battles between the warring factions in Mexi<;o, one in 
Juarez opposite the city of El Paso, the other at Agua Prieta 
the little Mexican town just across the line dividing it from the 
city of Douglas, Ariz., many American residents of these two 
American cities were killed or wounded. American soldiers 
were near the line at both places. 

They warned these factions not to fire across the line into our 
towns. No attention was paid to this warning. It was met 
with the usual contempt shown to us ·'on all occasions. The 
then Secretary of State, when appealed to by the wounded and 
the representatives of the dead for redress, directed that those 
cWzens wounded in their own town on American soil must 
first seek redress in the tribunals of Mexico before any right of 
diplomatic adjustment could arise. This monstrous proposition 
I met as best I could by introducing and having passed through 
this body a resolution creating a board of investigation, com
posed of officers of the Army of the United States, who pro
ceeded under the terms of the resolution to El Paso and Doug
las and took testimony and made findings as to the damages 
er.used by this wanton violation of international law. On re
turn of the report the Senate passed a bi11 to pay to the in
jured, out of our TreaS)lry, the amounts found by the board and 
thus make the claim one by our Government against Mexico. 
The bill failed in the House, and at this session is again before 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of tha Senate for action. 

These incidents are cited to show that we have been long suf
fering and patient under boundless• provocation. .T.fhese out
rages must cease. For the safety of our southern neighbor, 
for her prosperity and peace, I warn her, as I warn the Senate, 
that these -intolerable outrages will have to stop or terrible 
reprisals will sooner or later follow. 

l\lr. VARDA.~IAN. Will the Senator yield for a question? 
Mr. SUITH of Arizona. Certainly. 
Mr. VARDAMAN. Are the State authorities not capable of 

dealing wi.th the Mexicans who came on this side of the line 
and committed the crimes to which you refer? 

l\Jr. SMITH of Arizona. The Senator eYidently did not ratclt 
my statement fully. The .Mexicans did not come on our side 
of the line; and if they had, I am sure the State would, as the 
Senator suggests, ha\e found itself not only capable but quite 
willing to deal with the situation. The damage to our citizens 

' was caused by the reckless firing of the 1\Iexicans across the 
national line into our cities, and this after due warning from our 
people and the commanders of our troops stationed at these 
places. Right then and there was the time for our soldiers to 
cross the line and teach a lesson reviving the memory of Buena 
Vista, Sierra Gord·1, Mont3rey, and Chapultepec. This :should 
have been ;followed by the warning that wherever an outrage 
was thereafter committed against an _American citizen in ~Iex.ico-
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the United States would not only demand redress but would, if 
necessary police with its soldiery the disturbing district to 
prevent similar recurrences. 

Mr. President, what is to be the ultimate result of these fright
ful disturbances? Where and how will justice find a solution 
of the problems already p1-esented? To the people of Mexico 
let us accord a proper de ire to meet all international require
ments by paying all proper damages to the injured sojourner 
within her gates and to the business interests which she has 
invited to her development. How are these damages to be paid? 
When are they to be settled? What revenue is to be found
from what sources raised-to meet the millions of dollars of 
damages suffered? As stated by my friend the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. FALL] over 40 per cent of all the property 
:In the Republic of Mexico is owned by American citizens, while 
much of the remaining property there belongs to citizens of 
England, France, Germany, and Spain, with all of whom we 
are thus far happily on terms of perfect peace. I waive for 
the tlme any discussion of the Monroe doctrine and the obliga
tions it may impose by demands of any of these powers on 
Mexico for redress of grievances and payment of damages. I 
think I discern some complications which it might be well to 
consider in advance. 

In case we demand, as we surely must, that Mexico pay rea
sonable damages for wanton injury to life and property, where 
will the money come from? Inasmuch as fully two-thirds of 
the property in Mexico is alleged to belong to other people, then 
money derived from taxation must result in America, England, 
Germany, and Spain paying taxes on their own property to re
coup the loss occasioned by the destruction of most of it. The 
property of our own citizens must be taxed to pay back to them
selves the damages sustained by them. By the time they had 
paid themselves from such sources nothing of theirs would be 
left to tax. 

I have no desire to proceed further. I have said this much 
merely as a warning to the Senate, and especially as a wa:rning 
to the "Republic of Mexico if, perchance, my words shall reach 
that far. I repeat that civilization and humanicy demand the 
pacification of Mexico. Pray God that Mexico herself may find 
in herself virtue and courage enough to accomplish speedily that 
great result. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
how he explains the fact narrated by the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. LonoE] that when a German subject was killed in 
Mexico and demand for reparation was made the Mexican Gov
ernment promptly paid an indemnity to Germany, while it seems 
that numerous American citizens have been killed and no repa
ration whatever has been made? 

One further observation: A citizen in my State; with a part
ner or two, has $400,000 invested in Mexico. He went to Mexico 
a while ago to look into that matter and to make some inquiries. 
He asked a gentleman, I think in Mexico City, to introduce 
him to a Mexican official. The gentleman said to him, "I will 
introduce you as a German, but not as an American. If you 
want any favors, you must not come here asking them as an 
American." He said he was introduced· as a German, and as he 
has a name that sounds somewhat like a German name he re
ceived courteous treatment, although his property had been 
practically destroyed. How does the Senator explain the dif
ference? 

:Mr. VARDA.MAN. Will the Senator, before he takes his seat, 
tell me when that conversation occurred? Did it occur recently? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very recently. ' 
Mr. VARDAMAN. This year? 
Mr. GALLINGER. This year. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is as simple as any proposition 

can possibly be. They haye respect for Germany. Our treat
ment and our actions in that behalf have been such that they 
have no respect for us. When the commander of the German 
war vessel went to the Madero Government and told it that 
there had been an outrage committed on a Germari citizen, he 
demanded in the name of the Emperor indemnity for it. He 
was told, so I have been informed, "Congress is not in session 
and we can not pay without warrant of Congress." He replied: 
"Well, I will not go back on board my vessel until I get it." 
He got the 100,000 marks. · 

What did the people,...that you an<l I know ever get from that 
Government for similar, damages? 

l\Ir. President, our people did not go as wild adventurers 
into Mexico. Every inducement was held out by that Republic 
to American capital. We were invited there under promise 
direct of full protection. Our people accepted the invitation in 
good faith, and carried millions on millions of dollars, and spent 
it in paying labor an unprecedented wage in developing the 

great resources of that country. · And when all this money and 
the labor of years besides is turned to Dead Sea fruit, gentle
men here say to us we had no business going there. But these 
retorts come from a class of men who ne1er went anywhere. 
And Jamestown and Plymouth ·would mark all American 
progress up to this hour if men only such as these had sprung 
from the loins of those heroic pioneers who braved the unknown 
deep and established the first settlements on the eastern shores 
of this continent. 

Particularly was this invitation of Mexico extended to the 
members of those Mormon colonies who settled on land granted 
by the Republic, and to whom every guaranty of protection was 
accorded. The e men were American citizens, and in all our 
·1and there has not been found a more frugal, industriou , 
courageous, law-abiding citizenship, and in all Mexico there 
was no settlement that did more by example to teach the natives 
the art and the value of agriculture, and the equally important 
lesson of obedience to law, the rewards of honest indu try, and 
the happiness of peace. 

These men and women were not afraid of work, nor were they 
afraid of foes. They had the will and courage to defend them
selves against brigands and robbers. But after they had through 
years of toil established comfortable-yes, prosperous-homes 
·they were told by our then President not to resist any ag
gression, but in case of any trouble to come away and leave 
behind the accumulation of years of patient toil. Thus ad· 
monished they could not resist and were driven back penniless 
to our shores. Their houses, as I have before said, were de
stroyed; their stock confiscated in mere wanton, devilish malice; 
their household furniture was demolished, carpets cut in shreds 
from the floor, and the land which they had made to bloom was 
left unto them desolate. No protest from our Government was 
ever made to Mexico as far as I know. If made, it was never 
heeded. Their condition on returning to their native soil was 
such that common justice forced me to appeal to Congress and 
persuaded Congress to give from the Public Treasury many 
thousand dollars to relieve their hunger and clothe their 
nakedness. It was humiliating to our national pride to so 
use the national funds. and far more humiliating to these b1~ave 
and self-reliant people to be forced from necessity to accept it. 
The e men, some of them burdened with the weight of many 
years, are starting out again where in youth they started, to 
provide, if may be, a shelter from the storms of their last days. 
In the light of these facts do you wonder why the ordinary 
Mexican in Mexico has no respect for an American within her 
borders, and €"qually as little respect-yes, worse than that, 
actual contempt-for our Government? This is mildly illustrated 
by their offer to pay $500 for each American killed by the Mexi
cans firing across the line into the cities of Douglas and El 
Paso. ' 

In vain does the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON] appeal 
to the patriotism of what he designates as the white men of 
Mexico. It will not move them to action in the pacification of 
their own country, no will his impassioned appeal to their 
patriotism protect one American life in Mexico or guarantee one 
dollar of American property against extortion or confiscation. 
If their own patriotism does not avail to protect themselves and 
their property from violence at the hands of their own neigh~ 
bors, ho~ worse than vain it is for us to llope that protection 
will be accorded to our people. 

Mr. President, the question is grave and urgently presses for 
a quick and just settlement. Under present conditions we can 
not recognize the present Government. We are equally pro
hibited by various reasons from recognition of belligerency. One 
thing to my mind is sure and clear, and that is that the order 
issued by President Taft preventing our trade in anything we 
please with Mexico or any of its citizens should be rescinded. 
'l'he resolution presented by the Senator from New Mexico 
[l\Ir. FALL] should be reported to the Senate and passed at once. 
If we refuse to give due protection to our own citizens, we 
should at least permit them to buy and bear arms for their 
c;wn protection. If Huerta can not suppress in urrection in • 
ME:xico, why should we lay embargo on American trade with 
the people of Mexico? A tragic comedy of errors-if you will 
permit the paradox-has attended our whole dealing with this 
delicate subject. It is up to Congress to act. While I hope 
without hope that this Congress will adjourn at an early date, I 
further and more earnestly hope that before it ends we shall 
give to this question the consideration that national self-respect 
and common civilization so urgently requires at our hands 
and some means other than taxation of the injured may be 
found to pay the damages inflicted. 

l\Ir. BA.CON. I should like to ask the Senator a question. The 
S,enator deprecates the pos ibility that when damages are paid, 
a large proportion of the indemnity money will be rai:;ed. from 
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taxation upon property owned by Americans in Mexico. That 
is whnt I under. tood the Senator-to say. 

l'Ur. S~IlTH of Arizona. Yes. 
:Mr. BACON. I shon!ll like to ask the Senator from what 

ollier omce the- money is to be obtained for the payment of 
indemnity, except the source of general taxation on all property 
in the country'! 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, we had one other settlement with 
Mexico before. The questiE>n does not even need an answer .. 

Mr. BA.CON. What I mean is that the Government itself 
can not get the money to pay indemnity except in the very way 
the Senator deprecates. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. Yes; it has other ways of payment. 
l\Ir. BACON. How? 
:Mr. SMITH ill Arizona.. If I were going to have my way, I 

would make an arrangement of this kind with Mexico, if the 
Senator wants my real 01>inion about it--

1\Ir. BACON. Yes; I do. 
Mr. SMITH 1Jf Arizona. I would take" under an agreement 

with them, the Colorado River, which is already troubling our 
people, under .1m order of one of th~ departments, f1·om its month 
clea r up into· Colorado. I would extend the line of Arizona from 
the corner of New Mexico straight to the. West until it struck 
the northern part of the Gulf. and I would make provision with 
l\Iexico to ta!~e in southern. California. 

l\lr BACON. I understand the Senator now. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then, from these sources--and if 

these are not enough~ I would have enoogh more added to the 
northern t .oundary-let oar Government itself realize the money 
to pay the damages whlch our people have already sustained, 
and which Mexico is unable to pay otherwise. 

U.r. BACON. Very well. I am very glad I asked the Sen-ator 
the question, because we now know exactly what he is after. 
Before thnt I was a little trouI>Ied t0> know how an indemnity 
was going to be had which would not include in the burdens 
Imposed the proceeds from taxation upon property situated in 
that coontry which belongs to American citizens; but the Sena.
tor has made that plain. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let me ask the Senator a question.. 
Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator fully. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It may be, but I do not understand 

the Senator from Georgia fully. 
Mr. BACON. Tlle Senator now p.roposes to take a big section 

of that country. My opinion is that whenever we yield to such 
appeals as we have now and undertake to police-which means 
nothing else than invnde-that country by an armed force~ we 
are going to take not only the particular little section that the 
Senator refers to-

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I protest against the language of the 
Senator. I did not say that. I did not say "take." 

Mr. BACONr What does the Senator mean? 
l\Ir. SMITH or Arizona. I said I would make an armngement, 

if possible,. with the Republic of Mexico whereby we would be 
put in possession of, or "take," ii you please, nnder that re
striction, this particula1· part of her territory. Let me ask the 
Senator a question. 

Is the Senator ready, then, out o1 the m3.i::,ontiicence of his: d~ 
sire to see that we maintain perfect relations with that coun
try, to vote out of the Treasury of the United States, unequivo
cally, damages for the people of the United States that bnve 
been outraged in Mexico? 

Mr-. BACON. Most undoubtedly not. 
l\Ir. S~IITH of Arizona. Undonl>tedlynot? Then how a.re you 

going to get damages for our citizens outraged in Mexico? 
Mr. BACON. I suppose that when we get them it will have 

to be in the way of money received by the Government of 
Mexico from gener~l taxation. But I understand the Senator's 
proposition to be-I do not know what word to use in the place 
of " take "-to get in some way, without taking, the northern 
quarter of Mexico- as indemnity. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. That is not a proper statement. I 
never made any such statement as that. I did not include one 
one-twentieth part of the northern quarter of Mexicoi in my 
statement. 

Mr. BACON. I was mistaken about the geography, then. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. l\Ir. President~ this colloquy reveals 

the different sentiment prevailing here. No Senator here feels 
a sympathy deeper than mine for the present unhappy condi
tion of l\Iexico. No man here or elsewhere desires more than 
I to see our sister Republic prosperous, peaceful, and happy. 
Yet, while animated by this desire for her glory, I owe an 
equal-yea greater-obligation to our citizens and om· own 
honor as a Nation. No conquest of Mexico could add anything 
to ou:r renown ; no wa.r with her is necessary if h~r people will 

cease depredations ori our people and make reparation for 
damage already done. Civilization demands: this. 

The common dictates of humanity require- it. Decent i·espect 
for · onr rights would secure safety and peace to our citizens 
domiciled in l\Iexico. Such decent respect must be accorded. 
These depredations must cease or the consequences and all 
responsibility tor them must rest on the offending country. 
Tb.is is no time to dally. Any further delay in enforcing our 
just demands for peace and order in Mexico-for the security 
of life and property of our citizens there--to provide for the 
settlement and speedy adjustment of damages already suffered 
by ns is the urgent demand of the hour. Further nerveless 
protest win be as unavailing as all such s.upplications. have 
been in the past. Further tempo-iiz:ing is hazardous.. Pe.ace is 
sweet and above most things on this earth to be: desired, but 
when purchased at the :price of honor or maintained by shame
ful submission to injustice and wrong it ceases to be desirable,. 
commendable, or decent. War with all its horrors is far bette1· 
than peace at such a price. But we do not want war. We 
desire to avoid it. Unjustified wa:r is as brutal, degrading, and 
devilish as that now being waged an over Mexico. Wbat are 
they fighting about? Not one in ten of the deluded followers of. 
ambitious adventurous leaders are guided by any principle of 
government or devotion to any cause. In this maelstrom of 
destruction the death or dethronement of one leadep gives no 
relief to the situation, but only tends to prove to deluded 
followers that . revolution is their on1y profitable employment 
and robbery and pillage their only asset. These conditions will 
continue unb1. outside power or influence. shall change it. It 
devolves on us to use that infi uence. peacefully but firmly and 
to the extreme limit, and, failing in this, then as a last. resort 
use with equal firmness the power necessary. 

l\fr. President, to evade the conclusion that might alise in 
some minds from .the colloquy between me and the. Senator from 
Georgia [Ur. BACON} that I was in favor 0f taking by force
any part of the territory of Mexico a.s an indemnity fm· dam
ages to our citizens. I wish to make clear and explicit exactly 
my position in that regard. I infer that Mexico. recognizes her 
obligations to foreigners within her ten-itory, and like all civ
ilized nations will pay willingly all just claims for- damages 
when fully and properly ascertained, and inasmucll as all collec
tions from export and import dnties have- been pledged by the 
Government of Mexico to the payment ()f certain. loans, and as. 
money raised from direct taxation at :property would largely 
impose- the burden of paying these damages on the very persons: 
who suffered the wrongs, that Mexico would not be averse ro 
making a settlement of ail claims by ceding certain lands to us 
in full settlement of all our cta.ims-,. and if need be, enough for 
us to assume and pay an just claims of the other foreigners 
damaged in Mexico. This seemed to me and no..w seems· the 
most felicitous and easy way for Mexico and for us to find an 
honorable way out of om· difficuJties. Hence I suggested that 
arrangements might be effected with Mexico to that end and to 
our mutual advantage. Beginning at the corner of New Mexico 
and prolonging the international line on a due west course t_o, 
the Gulf would take only a fraction of sparsely settled te1·ri
tory from Mexi:co and of little value to us, except giving, as i-t
would, control of the mouth of the Colorado Rivei-. These 
negotiations or such arrangement would be futile rmless we 
also obtained title to Lower California, of very doubtful value 
to Mexico but of very great ad-vantage to us. If such arrange
ment could be made peacefully with Mexico. it should at once 
be done. If continuing outrages on our citizens in Mexico shall 
at last break the back of our long-suffering patience- and inter
vention with consequent war follows, then on final war in
demnity the grant of the cormtry lying north of a line from 
the mouth of the Rio Grande to the southern point of Lower 
California would be far Iess than a reasonable concession. But 
we d<> not want Mexico nor- any part of it. We do want pence 
and security there, and Mexico must establish it~ 

Mr. President, there are other grave questions surrounding 
the present case that must not be evaded. On our iIIterpTeta
tion of the Monroe doctrine, no matter what opinion. may f}e 
entertained by other pcwers, we are in a serious degree involved 
with England,. Germany,_and Franee, who have claims similar 
to ours against Mexic~ but without the right to seize,. if neces
smry, territory in settlement of the claim or hold any permanent 
possession in Mex:ieo in collection or satisia{!tion thereo.t 

By some writers of great r eputation in matters. of interna
tional relations and international lmv the Monroe doctrine is a 
struiding intervention by the United States in the affairs of the 
American Republics.. I n his strictures on the Mon.roe· doctrine,. 
Bonfil, page 157 oi his Le Droit International Public. says: 

"This declaration is contained in a. message addre.ssed fo the 
· Congress of the United States December 2~ 1823~ by President 
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Monroe, on the occasion of·the struggle of the Spanish colonies 
for independence. The message contained two declarations. the 
one without object to-day, which relates to the colonization of 
the American Contineut, the other which refers to the attempts 
made to replace the Spanish colonies under the yoke of the 
mother country. Monroe has taken the opinion of Jefferson. 
Authors haYe interpreted the meaning of this message differ
ently. In our eyes at the end of this message the United States 
poses as protector of the entire American Continent. The mes
sage admits the interference of the United States in all Ameri
can affairs, North and South. Far from being an act of non
interYention, this declaration is itself a formal intervention. 
The President resorted to menace to prevent European States 
from mixing in the quarrel existing between Spain and her 
colonies. Pradier-Fodere says very justly 'that in declaring 
that the great Republic. considered as dangerous for its tran
quillity and its security all attempts on the part of European 
powers to extend their political system to any part whatever of 
the American Continent, he (the President) mixes indirectly in 
the interior affairs of the Republics of the New World other than 
the United States; he makes intervention by anticipation and to 
the profit of the Union, for to prevent other Governments from 
intervening is to intervene:• 

" The effect of this message was notable. Public opinion was 
not deceived as to its true import. Since then the United States 
has invoked the Monroe doctrine to mix in the affairs of Cen
tral America. It was also recalled in the French intervention 
in Mexico and at the time of the cession of the Panama Canal 
by Colombia. Secretary Blaine, in a circular of October, 1881, 
and a dispatch of November 19, 1881, strove to prove that the 
Isthmus of Panama and the canal destined to pierce it should 
be under the exclusive control of the United States. In 1881 
the United States wished to prevent Chile, the conqueror of 
Peru, from annexing a part of Peruvian territory. In 18S6 the 
United States intervened in the affair of the island of Crete. 
In January, 1889, a vote was taken in the Senate upon a propo
sition of Senator Edmunds with a view to recalling to the Euro
pean powers the fact that the Monroe doctline was still in force. 
The message of President Harrison was conceived in the same 
spirit. (New affirmations of the Monroe doctrine were had in 
1895 and 1896 in the dispute relating to the boundary between 
Great Britain and Venezuela, and in 1895-1897 in the Cuban 
insurrection against Spain. The part which the United States 
in 19-03 seemed to have taken in the establishment of the Re
public of Panama, in consequence of the refusal by the Colom
bian Parliament to ratify the treaty concerning the Panama 
Canal, is also to be noted. ) " 

If we adhere to the doctrine here enunciated, I fail to see 
how we are to escape some responsibility. to the powers holding 
claims against Mexico. If peace is not speedily restored, I 
can not see, in the light of our obligations to ourselves and to 
the other powers interested, how we are to avoid intervention, 
how much so ever we may hate to take that step. With not one
half the provocation offered by Mexico, we did not hesitate to 
intervene in Cuba and force a war with Spain. Our causeless 
seizing and senseless holding of the Philippines has taught us a 
lesson of patience, but all the direful results of such occupancy 
has not absolved our obligation to prote~t our citizens from 
brutal wrongs wherever perpetrated. Our intervention in Cuba 
was placed on the grounds of humanity and protection of com
merce; and though this extreme cause for intervention has never 
been recognized by the best authorities on international law, 
yet it was justified by the high purpose animating the act and 
by the actual facts of the whole case as then presented to the 
world. This intervention was foreshown by President Cleve
land, who, on December 7, 1896, in a message to Congress said: 

When the inability of Spain to deal successfully with the insur
rection has become manifest and it is demonstrated that her sov
ereignty is extinct in Cuba for all purposes of its rightful existence, 
and when a hopeless strnggle for its reestablishment has degenerated 
into a strlte which means nothing more than the useless sacrifice of 
human life and the utter destruction of the very subject matter of 
tbc conflict, a situation will be presented in which our obligations to 
the sovereignty of Spain will be superseded by higher obligations, which 
we can hardly hesitate to recognize and discharge. Deferring the choice 
of ways and methods until the time for action arrives, we should make 
them depend upon the precise conditions then existing, and they should 
not be determined upon without giving careful heed to every considera
tion involving our honor and interest or the international duty we owe 
to Spain. Until we face the contingencies suggested or the situation is 
by other incidents imperatively changed, we should continue in the 
line of conduct heretofore pursued, thus in all circumstances exhibiting 
our obedience to the requirements of public law and our regard for the 
duty enjoined upon us by the position we occupy in the family of 
nations. 

A contemplation of emergencies that may arise should plainly lead 
us to avoid their creation, either through a careless disregard of pres
ent duty or e\·en an undue stimulation and ill-timed expression of feel
ing. But I have deemed it not amiss to remind the Congress that a 
time may arrive when a correct policy atJ.d care for our interests, as well 
as a regard for the interests of other nations and their citizens, joined 

by considerations of humanity and a desire to see a rich and fertile 
country, intimately related to us, saved from complete devastation will 
constrain !>Ur Government to such action as will subserve the inter
ests. thus rnvolved an~ at the same time promise to Cuba and its in
habitants an opportumty to enjoy the blessings of peace. 

On April 11, 1898, President McKinley sent his now famous 
message to Congress on which ensued the War with Spain 
whi~h b.roke ihe shackles of Cuba, but put the yoke of ou; 
dommation on the neck of the Filipino. 
. That ~es.sage is so appropriate to present conditions that 

liberal c1tation may not be amiss. 
The President Eaid: 
As to the first, it is not to be foq~otten that during the last few 

m~nths ~he relation of the United Smte~ bas virtually been one of 
friendly mtervention in. many ways, each not of itself conclusive, but 
all .tendlng to _the exertion of a potential influence toward an ultimate 
pacific result. JUS~ and honorable to all interests concerned. The spirit 
of all our a~ts h;ttherto has been an earnest, unselfish desire for peace 
aSnd. prosperity 1? Cuba, untarnished by differences between us and 

pam, and unstamed by the blood of American citizens 
The forcible i':ltervention of the United States as a· neutral to stop 

the war, ac~ordmg to the large dictates of humanity and following 
many historical precedents where neighboring States have interfered 
to ~_.?eek th.e hop!}les~ sacrifices o~ life by internecine conflicts beyond 
the11; borders, is Justifiable on rational grounds. It involves, however, 
hostile constrain~ upon both the parties to the contest as well to enforce 
a truce as to guide the eventual settlement. 
foJ:;s frounds for such intervention may be briefly summarized as 

First. In the cause of humanity and to put an end to the barbarities 
blo~dshed, starvation, and horrible miseries now existin"' there and 
which the parties to the conflict are either unable or unwilling to stop 
or mi~lgate. It is no a;11swer to say this is all in another country, 
pelonglll~ to another nat10n, and is therefore none of our business It 
IS specia1ly our dutr for it is right at our door. · 

Second. We owe it to our citizens in Cuba to atl:'ord them that pro
tection and indemnity for life and property which no government there 
can .or will afford, and to that end to terminate the conditions that 
deprive them of legal protection. 
. '.l'hird. The right to intervene may be justified by the very serious 
IDJury to the commerce, trade, and business of our people, and by the 
wanton destruction of property and devastation of the island . 

. ~ourth . An.d 'Yhich is .of the utmost importance. The present con
dition of. affairs m Cuba is a constant menace to our peace and entails 
upon this Gover~ment ?-n enormous expense. With such a conflict 
waged for years m an island so near us and with which our people 
have such trade and business relations ; when the lives and libertv 
of our citizens are in constant danger and their propert:v destroyed and 
themselves ruined; * • * all these and others that I need not 
mention, with the resulting strained relations, are a constant menace 
to our peace, and compel us to keep on a semiwar footing with a 
nation with which we are at peace. 

Substituting the word "Mexico " for " Cuba " in this message, 
you have a temperate and underdrawn statement or present con
ditions in Mexico. 

Mr. President, I have before me a most valuable contribution 
to the volumes of learning on international law, written and 
compiled in the Solicitor's office of the State Department, from 
which I cite instances where we haye intervened with force of 
arms for the simple protection of American citizens. 

This was the purpose of the landing of forces in China, 1854; 
Uruguay, 1855 and 1858; China, 1859; Africa, Kisembo, 1860; 
Panama, 1860; Japan, 1868; Uruguay, 1868; Egypt, 1882; Korea, 
1888; Navassa Island, 1891; Chile, 1891; Hawaii, 1893; Korea, 
1894; Nicaragua, 1899; China, 1900; Santo Domingo, 1903; Hon~ 
duras, 1907; Nicaragua, 1910; Honduras, 1910 and 1911. 

Several times we have landed our troops on foreign soil to 
punish for the death of American citizens. This occurred at 
Sumatra in 1883, Fiji Islands in 1840, Samoa in 1841, Fiji Islands 
again in 1858, and Formosa in 1867. 

We in times past have not hesitated to invade other countries 
to punish for insults and injuries to American citizens or 
American officers. As instances we refer to our action in Porto 
Rico in 1824; Falkland Islands, 1831; Nicaragua, 1854; Fiji 
Islands, 1855; China, 1856; Japan, 1863; and Korea in 1871. 

Fo1· securing indeninity alone we landed troops on the island 
of Johanna in 1851, Japan in 1864, and Haiti in 1888. As early 
as 1817 we invaded the Spanish Floridas to protect American 
citizens. · 

Our history is loaded with examples of our landing on for
eign soil to simply protect American interests, and we should 
ha rn repeated that history by landing troops in Mexico · as 
soon as it became evident that Mexico could not or would not 
give protection to American lives and American property within 
her borders. Such invasion by us for such purpose is not a 
declaration of war, nor is it tantamount to such declaration, 
nor could it under the circumstances be justly construed as an 
act of hostility. Such action is rightly based on a higher law 
than is found in international codes, for it rests on the natural 
law of self-defense, as dear to a proud nation as to a brave 
man. Hall, in his work on International Law, sixth edition, 
page 264, recognizes the principle in the following language : 

There are, however, cit·cumstances falling short of occasions upon 
which existence is .immediately in question, in \Yhich. thl'Ongb a sort 
of extension of the idea of self-preset·vation to include self-protection 
against sel"ious hurt, States are allowed to disregard certain of the 
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ordinary rules of law in the same manner as if their existence were REUNION CELEBRATION AT GETTYSBURG

1 
PA. 

involved. '_fhis class of ca~es is not only susceptible of being brought 
under distinct rules, but evidently requires to be carefully defined, lest The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senato-r from Alabama [l\!r. 
an undue range should be given to it. BANKHEAD) and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU Po~T ] 

Oppenheim has more tersely, and with what is believed to being unable to sene on the committee UJ!Pointed to represent 
be more accuracy, set forth the real legal situation which exists the Senate at the Gettysburg celebration, the Chair appoint in 
on such occasions in the foilowing language: ' their place the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RonTNso~] and the 

Now a State may have a right of intervention against another State Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIVER]. 
for several grounds. * * • Thus, secondly, the right of protection PROPOSED 'LAKE ERIE DAM (s. DOC. NO. l1S). 
over its citizens abroad which a State holds may cause an interven-
tion by right, to which the other party is legally bound to submit. The VICE PRESIDE.i.~T laid before the Senate the fo1lowing 
(Oppenheim, International Law, 1, p. 183.) . message from the President of the United States, which was 

On this point there may be appropriately quoted also the read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
language of the circuit comt at Kansas, in Hamilton v. 1\Ic- mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 
Claughry ( [1905) 136 Fed., 445), in which Pollock, district To the Senate and House of RepresentaU·ves: 
judge, said : 

It bas been well said the safety of the people is the supreme law Pursuant to the provisions of an item contained in the river 
ot the land. The first duty of a State is the protection of the lives and harbor act of 1902, and subsequent amendments, providing 
and property ?f its. citizens, wherever lawfully situate, b~ peaceful for the formation of an International Waterways Commiss ion 
means, 1f p~ss1ble; if not, by force of :ir ms. l\.Iore es~ecially m~t and defining its duties I have the honor to transmit herewith 
this protection be afforded the accredited representatives -0f this . • . . 
Government in a foreign country. the final report of srud comm1SSlo.n upon tbe proposed dam at 

Further, citing the compilation to which earlier credit was I the outlet of L~ke Erie. . . . . 
given, I maintain with it and in the language used, to wit: Should Congress make prov1s~on for ~e prrntmg of su~h .re-

First. That the use of the forces of the United States in foreign coun- port as a document,_ the American section .of the comm1ss1on 
tries to protect the lives and property of American citizens resident in requests that 500 copies thereof be ipade avrula.ble for its use. 
that country does not <;onstitute an act of war, and is therefore not WOODROW WILSON. 
equivalent to a declaration of war. 

Second. The President, as the Chief Executive of the United States, 
charged with the responsll.Jility of conducting our foreign intercQurse, 
including the prot ection of the lives and property of our citizens abroad, 
bas the authority to use the forces of the United States to secure such 
protection in foreig.n countries. · 

This second clause is subject, probably, to exceptions, depend
ing on the facts surrounding the particular case; and while I 
am not ready to accept the doctrine to the full extent stated, 
yet .I am sure that invasion of Mexico by our soldiers under 
order of the President at the time our citizens were killed and 
wounded at Douglas, .Al·iz., and El Paso, Tex., would not have 
been an act of war, and no declaration of war by Congress was 
necessary in order to justify or sanction the act. 

Proper and prompt action by President Taft, using in the 
beginning all necessary force for the purpose. would have saved 
many lives and prevented the destruction of millions on millions 
of American property and would have averted the more serious 
trouble which, come it soon or come it late, seems now almost 
inevitable. American citizens can not longer be held for ransom 
within sight of their native soil. American labor must no more 
be driven with abuse and insult from its honest toil by regular 
soldiers or lawless brigands in Mexico. All factions should take 
notice that some means of subsistence other than American 
cattle grazing on lands owned by American citizens must be 
found. Our women shall no longer be driven by fear from 
place to place seeking protection from brig.ands masquerading in 
the guise of soldiers. 

I know not what course others may take, but as for me, at 
all hazards and at any price, I demand protection for my coun
trymen and the enforcement of that demand against any offend
ing nation under the sun. 

• I have a pride in the history that my country's deeds have 
w1itten. I want those who come after me to read with un
abated pride the further story of this Republic. Let us put 
no blot on that page by any act of injustice or oppression or 
dim its glory by submitting to either. Let it still be known 
that the man from Massachusetts shall be safe in Madagascar. 
Let it still be known that the American who walks in "peace 
anywhere on all the globe has Old Glory waving over him. 
Justify to the minds of our boys and girls the Roman boast 
that to be a citizen of this Republic were better than a king. 

l\Ir. BACON. Mr. President, has the joint resolution been 
referred to the committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. 
l\Ir. BACON. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 

Foreign Relations. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia moves 

that the joint resolution be refened to the Committee on For
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. I moye that the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 30 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

l\Ir. STONE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, June 27, 1913. 
CONFEDERATE VETERANS' UEUNION, BRUNSWICK, GA. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. From the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs I report back favorably with an amendment the 
joint resolution (::1. J~ Res. 98), authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate vet
erans' reunion, to be held at Brunswick, Ga., in July, 1913, and 
I ask consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu
tion. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was, on page 1, line 7, after the word 
" ridges," to strike out " and," and in the sanu line, after the 
word "pins," to insert the words " !..Ild cots," so as to read:. 
" with necessary pol~, ridges, pins, and cots." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 

and the amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 

resolution to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the thrrd time and passed. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

A meS3age from the House of Representatives, by J . C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (ll. J . Res. 103) appropriat
ing $4,000 to defray traveling expenses of soldiers of the Civil 
War, now residing in the District of Columbia, from Washing
ton, D. C., to Gettysburg, Pa., and return, and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced tha.t the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 1917) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with vmions Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914. 

ASSIGNMENT OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Ur. O'GORMAN. From the C-0mmittee on the Judiciary, to 
which was recommitted the bill ( S. 2254) to amend chapter 1, 
section 18, of the Judicial Code, I report it back favorably, with 
amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in CoIIlillittee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bilL 

The amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary were, on 
page 1., line 5, before the word " senior,'' to strike out " any " 
and insert " the " ; in line 6, before the word " circuit,'' to strike 
out "any" and insert "the second" ; in line 7, before the word: 
" circuit," to strike out " the•• and insert " said ·~; in the same 
line, after the word '' circuit,.1' to strike out " in which the dis
trict lies"; in line ll, before the word "circuit,'' to strike out 
" the " and insert " said " ; and in line 14,. after the word 
" court." to insert " within the said second circuit" ; so as to 
make the bill read :. 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 1, section 18, of the .Judicial Cod9 
be amended by adding thereto the following : 

" Whenever it shall be certified' by the senior circuit judge of the 
second circuit, or, in his absence, by the circuit justice of said circuit, 
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that on account of the nccumulation or urgency of business in any dis· 
trlct court in said circuit it is impracticable to designate and appoint 
a sufficient number of district judges of other districts within said 
circuit to relieve such accumulation or urgency of business, the Chief 
Justice may, if in bis judgment the public interests so require, desig
nate and appoint the judge of any district court in another circuit 
to hold a district court within the said second cil"cuit, and to have and 
exercise within the district to which be is so assigned the same powers 
teat are vested in tile judge thereof: P1·ovided, That such judge so 
designated and appointed shall have consented, in writing, to such 
designation and appointment: And vroi;ided furt·he1·, That the senior 
circuit judge of the circuit within which such judge so designated and 
appointed resides shall certify, In writing, that the business of the 
district of such judge will not suffer the1·eby. Such appointment shall 
be filed in the clerk's office and entered on the minutes of the said dis· 
trict court, and a certified copy thereof, under the seal of the court, 
shall be transmitted by the clerk to the judge so designated and ap
pointed. Each of the said district judges may, In the case of such 
appointment, hold separately, at the same time, a district court in such 
district, and discharge all of the judicial duties of the district judge 
therein." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
EXPORTATION OF ARMS TO MEXICO. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. ~ask unanimous consent that I may 
print some proclamations and other public documents in the 
few remarks I made this evening. I ask leave to insert nothing 
except extracts from historical documents that I should like to 
put in as a part of my remarks. 
. The VICE PRESIDE1'"'T. Is there objection 1 The Chair 

hears none, and permission is gh·en to the Senator from Arizona 
as req nested. 

COMMISSION ON VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 
l\fr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. Mr. President, Calendar No. 38 is a 

proposed joint resolution unanimously reported by the Commit
tee on Education and Labor. It provides for a commission of 
nine men, to be appointed by the President, to study the ques
tion of vocational education and report to us at the next session 
of Congress. It is important that it should be passed and go 
to the House at once to be concurred in. I think there will be 
no opposition at all to it. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, I want to see 
what it is. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. While the Senator from Mississippi is looking 
at the joint resolution, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia if in reporting it the amendments were made that I 
suggested. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; the joint resolution had been 
reported unanimously before that time, but on the floor of the 
Senate I intend to ask to add one amendment, the words" or so 
much thereof as may be necessary." 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. Sl\fOOT. I have no objection to its present consideration, 
but I also want to offer one other amendment not suggested by 
the Senator from Georgia . 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the joint resolution 1 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) 
proYiding for the appointment of a commission to consider the 
need and report a plan for national aid to vocational education, 
which was read as follows: 

Resolved, etc.. That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to appoint a commission consisting of nine men whose duty 
it shall be to consider the need and report a plan, not later than 
December 1 next, for national aid to vocational education. 

SEC. 2. '.fhat the members of said commission shall be paid their 
actual traveling expenses and subsistence '7hile engaged upon the work 
of said commi sion. 

SEC. 3. '.fhat said commission shall have authority to employ a sec
retary and to make such investigations into local conditions of the 
respe ctive States 3S the,y deem necessary, the entire expense of the 
commission nl)t to exceed the sum of $25,000. 

SEC. 4. '.fhat tile sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro· 
prlated to meet the expenses of the said commission. 

Mr. S~IITII of Georgia. I move to amend, after the figures 
" $25,000,'' in section 4, page 2, line 6, by inserting the words 
"or so much thereof as may be necessary." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECilETABY. In section 4, page 2, line 6, after the sum 

"$25,000," it is proposed tu insert "or so much thereof as may 
be necessary," so as to make the section read: 

SF:c. 4. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated to meet the ex- · 
penses of the said commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

· l\Ir. SMOOT.· Now, l\Ir. President, I move to amend by strik
ing out "$25,000 " in line 5, page 2, section 3, and also striking 
out "$25 000" in line 6, page 2, section 4, and inserting 
"$15,000" _in both those places. The reason I suggesf the 
amendment is this-

1\lir. WILLI.AMS. That is all right. 
Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from Georgia will accept the 

amendment, I will have nothing to say. 
The VICE PRESIDE1''T. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the .Senator from Utah. 
l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I have never had 

charge of an investigation of this kind and do not know how 
much money is necessary for the purpose. I should regret to 
have the commission find that they did not have enough money 
for the work. 

Mr. S~IOOT. So would I. 
l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. If $15,000 will ·be plenty, I do not 

want another dollar for it. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. I will make the suggestion that I feel 

sure that $1G,OOO will be entirely adequate. 
l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. I will accept the amendment. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Some years ago I chanced to be chairman 

of a commission that made an investigation covering the entire 
country, and we spent only about $20,000. 

Mr. SUITH of Georgia. Senators will obse1Te that the reso
lution provides no compensation to anybody serving on the 
commission. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Exactly . 
l\U. SMITH of Georgia. I will accept the suggestion of the 

Senator from Utah [l\fr. SMOOT] . 
l\fr. SMOOT. I am quite positive that $10,000 is ample, but 

I am perfectly willing to make it $15,000. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to . the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 

and the amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading, read the third time, and passed. 
l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 
28, 1Dl3, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutii:e nominations rnceived by the Senate June 21, 1913. 

CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. · 
James F . C. Griggs, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Florida, in accordance with the reorganization of 
the customs service. 

ExCISE BOARD FOR THE DISTRICT OF CoLUMBIA. 
Franl.: B. Lord, of the District of Columbia, for a term of 

three years from July 1, 1913. 
Robert G. Smith, of the District of Columbia, for a term of 

two years from July 1, 1913. • 
John P. Colpoys, of the District of Columbia, for a term of 

one year from July 1, 1913. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Aaron 0. Blalock, of Georgia, to be collector of internal reve
nui:> for the district of Georgia, in place of Henry S. Jackson, 
resigned. 

Alston D. Watts, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, in place of 
George H . Brown, superseded. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 
Frank S. Terry, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 

merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to fill an existing vacancy. 

James Fay, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, 
to fill an existing vacancy. 

UNITED ST.ATES ATTORNEY. 
Walter L. Guion, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney 

for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice Charlton R. Beattie, 
whose term has expired. 

APPOINTMEN'.r IN THE AR IY, 
FIELD A.RTII.LERY ARM. 

Herbert Slayden Clarkson of Texas, late midshipman, United 
States Navy, to be second lieutenant of Field Artillery, with 
rank from June 26, 1913. 
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POSTMASTERS. 

ALASKA. 

John E. Worden to be postmaster at Wrangell, Alaska. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Kellie Pellet to be postmaster at Brawley, Cal., in place of 
Nellie Pellet. Incumbent's commission expired December 14, 
1012. 

COLORADO. 

Finley Dye to be postmaster at Julesburg, Colo., in place of 
Charles W. White. Incumbent's commission expired June 9, 
1913. 

V. R. Liggett to be postmaster at Blanca, Colo., in place of 
Lewis F. Botens, resigned. 

H. Reynolds to be postmaster at Greeley, Colo., in place of 
David E. Gray. Incumbent's commission expired January 11, 
1913. 

Huse Taylor to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, Colo .. in place 
of Griffith R. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired December 

. 16, 1912. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Jeremiah J. Sullivan to be postmaster at Colchester, Conn., 
in place of Samuel H. Kellogg. Incumbent's commission expired 
February !>, 1913. 

DELA WA.RE. 

James J. English to be postmaster at Wilmington, Del., in 
place of M. H. Jester. Incumbent's commission expires June 28, 
1913. 

Rhubert R. German to be postmaster at Delmar, Del., in 
place of Charles C. Tomlinson. Incumbent's commissi-0n expired 
June 26, 1913. 

FLORIDA. 

· Carrie S. Abbe to be postmaster at Sarasota, Fla., in place of 
Carrie S. Abbe. Incumbent's commission expired January 26, 
1913. 

William Il. Dorman to be postmaster at Liveoak, Fla., in 
place of Charles N. Hildreth, jr. Incumbent's commission ex
pirecl February 18, 1913. 

James Harper to be postmaster at South Jacksonville, Fla. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 

E . J. Ricou to be postmaster at Stuart, Fla. Office became 
presidential ·April 1, 1913. 

GEORGIA. 

P. Brooks Ford to be postmaster at Sylvester, Ga., in place 
of P. Brooks Ford. Incumbent's commission expired April 15, 
:1913. -

IDAHO. 

W . J. Coltman to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, Idaho, in pla~e 
of A. T. Shane. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 
1912. 

F . E. Cornwall to be postmaster at Moscow, Idaho, in place of 
Joseph R. Collins. Incumbent's commission expired January 13, 
1913. 

A. l\fcDermid to be postmaster at EJ.mberly, Idaho. Office be
came presidential April 1, 1913. 

Simpson lU. Rich to be postmaster at Paris, Idaho. Office be
came presidential October 1, 1912. 

ILLINOIS. 

l\fatthew Bollan to be postmaster at Havana, Ill., in place of 
Oscar H. Harpham. Incumbent's commission expired January 
14, 1913. 

E. Wynette Herlocker to be postmaster at Table Grove,. Ill., 
in place of William D. Hall. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 11, 1913. 

Clarence H. Hunt to be postmaster at Cambridge, Ill., in place 
of Theodore Baltenstern. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 14, 1912. 

INDIANA. 

K. B. Clark to be postmaster at Medaryville, Ind., in place of 
Samuel El Nicoles. Incumbent's commission expired Jtme 22, 
1913. 

James N. Culp to be postmaster at North Vernon, Ind., in 
place of Joseph S. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 23, 1912. 

Charles Hatch to be postmaster at Fort Branch, Ind., in place 
of William L. Walters. Incumbent's commission expired l\Iarch 
2, 1913. 

L--141 

Charles Wright to be postmaster at North Manchester, Ind., 
in place of E . L. Lautzenhiser. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 14, 1D13. - · 

IOWA. 

Warren A. Edington to be postmaster at She1don, Iowa, in 
place of A. W. Sleeper. Incurnbent's commission expired Decem
ber 14, ;1.912. 

Henry Eppers to be postmaster at Montrose, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 

Orson R. Hutchison to be postmaster nt Arlington, Iowa, in 
place of Oswell Z. Wellman. Incumbent's commission expired 
~M~19U . 

Frederick B. Sharon to be postmaster at Davenport, Iowa, in 
place of Alonzo Bryson. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 29, 1912. 

KANSAS. 

W. A. Corrigan to be postmaster at Haviland, Kans., in place 
of N. H. Mendenhall. Incumbent's commission expired April 15, 
1913. 

Charles H . Harvey to be postmaster at Haddam, Kans.. in 
place of Charles W. Yoder. Incumbent's commission expires 
July 23, 1913. • 

LOUISIANA. 

Pearl Collins to be postmaster at Eros, La. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1913. 

MAINE. 

Alner C. Gilbert to be postmaster at Monson, Me., in place of 
Roy l\f. Hescock. Incumbent's commission expired January 12, 
1913. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Henry K . Bearse to be postmaster at Harwich, Mass., in 
place of Henry K . Bearse. Incumbent's commission expired 
.May 6, 1913. 

L. F. l\fcNamara to be postmaster at Haverhill, l\Iass., in 
place of Charles M. Hoyt. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 12, 1913. · 

Neil R. Mahoney to be postmaster at North Billerica, ~fass. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1912. 

Osgood L- Small to be postmaster at Sagamore, Mass., in place 
of Osgood L. Small. Incumbent's commission expired December 
14, 1912. ~ 

Lawrence J. Watson to be postmaster at Beverly Farms, 
Mass., in place of William R. Brooks. Incumbenes commission 
expired March 29, 1913. 

MICHIGAN. 

George F. Ca:Frier to be postmaster at Three Oaks, Mich., in 
place of Theron D. Childs. Incumbent's commission e:!pired 
December 14, 1912. 

William J. Lewis to be postmaster at Boyne City, Mich., in 
place of Robert E. Newville. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 14, 1913. 

James E. Sharp to be postmaster at Grant, Mich., in place of 
Jens Hemingsen. Incumbent's commission expired December 14, 
1912. 

Charles Snelling to be postmaster at Elsie, Mich., in place of 
E. A. Litchfield. Incumbent's commission expired February 9, 
1913. 

MINNESOTA. 

M. Brixius· to be postmaster at Watkins, Minn. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

C. H. Dickey to be postmaster at Wayzata, Minn., in place of 
Edwin G. Braden. Incumbent's commission expires July 1, 1013. 

Erick Erickson to be pos.tmaster at Murdock, Minn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

C. F. Lieberg to be postmaster at Clarkfield, Minn., in place of 
Mathias B. Jenson. Incumbent's commission expired February 
n, 1913. 

MISSOURI. 

J. P. Bauer to be postmaster at Washington, Mo., in place of 
H. A. Herkstroeter. Incumbent's commission expired D~ember 
14, 1912. 

Emmett A. Cherry to be postmaster at Adrian, 1\fo., in place 
of Warren W . Parish. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 11, 1913. 

William H. Titus to be postmaster at Excelsior Springs, Mo., 
in place of William E . Templeton. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 26, 1913 .. 

NEDRA SKA. 

C. F. Beushausen to be postmaster at Loup City, Nebr., in 
place of Darwin C. Grow. Incurnbent's commission expired 
J anuary 11, mm. 
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Joseph Fenimore to be postmaster at l\Ierna., Nebr., in place 
of James S. Francis. Incumbent!s commission expired March 
10, 1912. 

Lizzie Smith to be postmaster at 1U\erton, Nebr. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

NEVADA. 

Jessie E. Burnett to be postmaster at McGill, Nev., in place 
of Jessie E. Burnett. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 14, 1912. 

NEW JERSEY. 

J. B. R. Clark to be postmaster at Califon, N. J., in place of 
I saiah Apgar. Incumbent's commission expired Januarjr 13, 
1913. 

Peter A. Donovan to be postmaster at Bayonne, N. J., in place 
of Otto C. W. Lang. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 10, 1911. 

John L. Opfermann to be postmaster at Highlands, N. J., in 
place of Alonzo Hand. Incumbent's commission expires June 
28, 1913. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles S. Barney to be postmaster at l\Iilford, N . Y., in place 
of George Mumford. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 16, 1912. 

Edward Crawford to be postmaster at Pine Bush, N. Y., in 
place of John L. McKinney. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 26, 1913. · 

Merle L. Harder to be postma ter at Ray Brook, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1912. 

John Scally to be postmaster at Westbury, N. Y., in place of 
Alexander S. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 16, 1912. 

Joseph A. Weisbeck to be postmaster at Alden, N. Y., in place 
of Isaac 1\1. Smith. Incumbent's commi sion expired March 29, 
1013. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

H. S. Harrison to be postmaster at Enfield, N. C., in place of 
Thoma II. Dickens. Incumbent's commission expired December 
17, 1911. 

NORTH DAKOTA • . 

D. J. Clifford to be postmaster at 1\Iohall, N. Duk., in place of 
Cha rles Lano. Incumbent's commission expired February 10, 
1913. 

George Franklin to be postmaster at Ambrose, N. Dak., in 
place of Elstow l\fcKoane. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 1, 1913. 

Louise A. Fowler to be postmaster at Sherwood, N. Dak., in 
place of Perry Brown. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 14, 1013. 

Daniel F. Sweeney to be postmaster at Berthold, N. Dak., in 
place of Walter E. Krick. Incumbent's commission expired May 
;l ' 1913. 

W. T. Wakefield to be postmaster at Mott, N. Dak., in place 
of Frank I. Bonesho. Incumbent's cotnmis ion expired January 
27, 1913. 

OHIO. 

L. C. Davison to be postmaster at Dalton, Ohio, in place of 
ll. B. Jameson. Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1913. 

Thomas P. Dodd to be postmaster at Larue, Ohio, in place of 
·George T. Bnughman. Incumbent's commission ei-pired l\lay 12, 
1913. 

Charles E. Gain to be postmaster at London, Ohio, in place 
of Iloscoe G. Hornbeck. Incumbent' s commission expired Janu
ar:r 13, 1!)13. 

Roy C. Hale to be postmaster at New Vienna, Ohio, in place 
of De Witt C. Pemberton. Incumbent's commission ·expired 
June 12, 1!>13. 

· Charle G. Stroup to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Ohio. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1913. 

OKLAHOMA. 

T. S. Chambers to be postmaster at Tonkawa, Okla., in place 
of James Wilkin. Incumbent's commission expired February U, 
1913. 

Harry J. Dray to be postmaster at Weatherford, Okla., in 
place of George Ruddell. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 17, 1912. 

A. R. Duncan to be postmaster at Carmen, Okla., in place of 
W. T. Barrett. Incambent's commission . expired January 14, 
1913. 

George M. l\lassingale to be postmaster at Lc€dey, · Okla. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1913. 

PENNSYLVA -IA. 

John P. Durkin to be postmaster at Frackville, Pa., in place 
of Calvin B. Philips. Incumbe!!.t's commission expired January 
10, 1911. . 

Claude W. Freeman to be postmaster at Austin, Pa., in place 
of William 1\1. Toy. Incumbent's commission expired January 
12, 1913. 

Richard W. Iob3t to be postmaster at Ema.us, Pa., in t>lace of 
Uriah H. Wieand. Incumbent's commission expireC. February 
9, 1913. 

PORTO RICO. 

Ramon A. Rivera to be postmaster at Arecibo, P. R., in place 
of Ilamon A. Ili"rnra. Incumbent's commission expired Febru
ary 11, 1913. 

RIIODE ISLAND. 

James S. Scully to be postmaster at Crompton, R. I. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

SOUTH CAROLIN A. 

Ida A. Calhoun to be postmaster at Clemson College, S. C., in 
place of Ida A. Calhoun. Incumbent's commis ion exp~ed Jan
uary 12, 1913. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

H. B. Brown to be postmaster at Clark, S. Dak., in place of 
0. H. La Craft. Incumbent's commis ion expired March 1, 1913. 

James L. l\Iinahan to be postmaster at Geddes, S. Dak., in 
place of F. E. l\IcLaughlin. Incumbent's commission expil'ed 
l\lay 6, 1913. 

James now to be postmaster at Midland, S. Dak., in place of 
J. C. Russell, resigned. 

TENNESSEE. 

S. M. Barnett to be postmaster at Lexington, Tenn., in place 
of John L. i\Iurray. Incumbent's commission expired January 
31, 1912. 

Irene M. Cheairs to be postmaster at Spring Hill, Tenn., in 
place of W. L. Green. Incumbent's commission expired March 
3, 1913. 

l\lamie Erwin Perkins to be postmaster at Selmer, Tenn. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1912. 

Frank P. Singleton to be. postma.ster at Copperhill, Tenn.. in 
place of Luther A. Styles. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 21, 1912. 

J. V. Walker to be postmaster at Tracy City, Tenn., in place 
of William E. Byers. Incumbent's commission expired l\farch 
3, 1913. 

TEXAS. 

Maggie Ellis to be postmaster at Rotan, •rex., in place of G. W. 
Andruss. Incumbent's commission expired December 16, 1912. 

W. F. Flynt to be postmaster at Winters, Tex., in place of 
T. B. Dillingham, resigned. 

Robert Greenwood to be postmaster at l\Iarfa, Tex., in place 
of Orion L. Niccolls, removed. 

E. B. Hopkins to be postmaster at Brazoria, Tex.. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

J. C. S. Morrow to be postmaster at Quanah, Tex., in place 
of Lyman E. Robbins. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 12, 1913. 

L. B. Richards to be postmaster at Silverton, Tex. Office 
became presidential J anuary 1, 1913. 

UTAH. 

Alonzo A. Savage to be postmaster at Hyrum, Utah. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1013. 

VIRGINlA. 

Ohanning M. Goode to be postmaster at College Park, Va., in 
place of Channing M. Goode. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 9, 1913. 

Eugene Monroe to be postmaster at Purcellvi1le, Va., in place 
of John W. Gregg. Incumbent's commission expired January, 
14, 1913. 

Claude E. Wiley to be postmaster at Fairfax, Va., in place ot 
Richard R. Farr, removed. 

WASHINGTON. 

C. M. Durland to be postmaster at Colville, Wash., in place 
of P. R. Parks. Incumbent's commission expired February 11, 
1913. 
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Charles G. Gehres to be posbnaster at Connell, Wash., in 
place of Emery Troxel, resigned. · 

C. W. Grant to be postmaster at Toppenish, Wash., in place 
of W. L. Shearer. Incumbent's commission expired January 28, 
1913. . 

Robert T. Johnson to be postmaster at Sumas, Wash., in place 
of Orin D. Post. Incumbent's commission e:\.-pired February 11, 
1013. 

WISCONSIN. 

Theodore Buehler, jr., to be postmaster at Alma, Wis., in 
place of Edwin F . Ganz. resigned. 

Adolph H. Dionne to be postmaster at Lena, Wis. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1912. 

WYOMING. 

L. E. Blackwell to be postmaster at Shoshoni, Wyo., in place 
of Arnold 0. H eyer. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 
1!)12. -

John T. Johnson to be postmaster at Superior, Wyo., in place 
of H enry Harris, resigned. 

CONFIR~IATIONS. 

E xccuti i:e nominations confirmed by the Senate J'llne 27, 1918. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

James F. C. Griggs to be collector of customs for the district 
of Florida. 

Andrew J . King to be collector of customs for the district of 
l\fontana and Idaho. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Alston D. Watts to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fifth district of North Carolina. 

Aaron O. Blalock to be collector of internal revenue for the 
district of Georgia . 

MINISTER TO THE N ETHERLANDS AND LUXEMBURG. 

Henry Yan Dyke to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States of America to the Nether
lands and Luxemburg. 

R ECEIVE& OF P"VBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward C. Hargadine to be receiver of public moneys at Glas
gow, Mont. 

R EGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Thomas R. Jones to be register of the land office at Glasgow, 
Mont. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORP/3. 

'.l'o be first lieutenants. 
Philip Kingsworth Gilman. 
Eugene Franklin 1\IcCampbell. 
Norman Daniel Morgan. 
John Coleman O'Gwynn. 
Henry Roth. 
Martin John Synnott. 
Rufus Adrian Van Voast. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

To be second, lieutenants. 
Cadet Francis Kosier Newcomer. 
Cadet Charles Francis Williams. 
Cadet Gordon Russell Young. 
Cadet Richard Ulysses Nicholas. 
Cadet Myron Bertman. 
Cadet Leo Jerome Dillow. 
Cadet James Archer Dorst. 
Cadet Rufus Willard Putnam. 
Cadet Lunsford Errett Oliver. 

CAVALRY ABM. 

' To be second lieutenants. 
Cadet Allen G. Thurman. 
Cadet George Wessely Sliney. 
Cadet Eugene Tritle Spencer. 
Cadet Willis Dale Crittenbergei'. 
Cadet Alfred Bainbridge Johnson. 
Cadet Falkner Heard. 

Cadet Roland Louis Gaugier. 
Cadet Stuart Warren Cramer, jr. 
Cadet Thoburn Kaye Brown. 
Cadet Silas !firam RatzkofI. 
Cadet Geoffrey Keyes. 
Cadet Frederick John Gerstner, jr. 
Cadet Clarence Earl Bradburn. 
Cadet Joseph Wadsworth Viner. 
Cadet John Arthur Considine. 
Cadet David Beauregard Falk, jr. 
Cadet ,.Earl Lindsey Canady. 
Cadet Louis Aleck Craig. 
Cadet George Edward Lovell, jr. 
Cadet Desmore Otts Nelson. 

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

To be secona lieutenants. 
Cadet William Chalmers Young. 
Cadet William Carey Crane, jr. 
Cadet William Bleecher Rosevear, jr. 
Cadet Carlos Brewer. 
Cadet David Edward Cain. 
Cadet John Eugene l\Ic:\1ahon, jr. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

To be secona lieutenants. 
Cadet Fraucis Augustus Englehart. 
Cadet William Ashley Copthorne. 
Cadet -Selby Harney Frank. 
Cadet Robert Heber Van Volkenburgh. 
Cadet Samuel John Heidiler. 
Cadet Junius Wallace Jones. 
Cadet Manning Marius Kimmel, jr. 
Cadet Vern Scott Purnell. 
Cadet Robert i\Ieredith Perkins. 
Cadet Lawrence Babbitt Weeks. 
Cadet WiJJiam Cooper Foote. 
Cadet Stewart Shepherd Giffin. 
Cadet Ward Elverson Duvall. 
Cadet James Brown Gillespie. 
Cadet Charles Lawrence Kilburn. 
Cadet Redondo Benjamin Sutton. 
Cadet Paul Duke Carlisle. 
Cadet Francis Joseph Toohey. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

To be second Heiitenants. 
Cadet Lewis King Underhill. 
Cadet Harold Smith Martin. 
Cadet John Huff Van Vliet. 
Cadet Leland Swarts Devore. 
Cadet Charles Addison Ross. 
Cadet Douglass Taft Greene. 
Cadet Clarence Hagbart Danielson. 
Cadet James Nixon Peale. 
Cadet Francis Reuel Fuller. 
Cadet Clinton Warden Russell. 
Cadet William Richard Schmidt. 
Cadet George Lester Hardin. 
Cadet Otis Keilholtz Sadtler. 
Cadet William Henry Jones, jr. 
Cadet John Erskine Ardrey. 
Cadet Carlyle Hilton Wash. 
Cadet Henry Pratt Perrine, jr. 
Cadet Dennis Edward McCunnifI. 
Cadet Henry Balding Lewis. 
Cadet Henry Barlow Cheadle. 
Cadet Wyndham Meredith l\fanning. 
Cadet Samuel Alexander Gibson. 
Cadet Paul Woolever Newgarden. 
Cadet Harley Bowman Bullock. 
Cadet Charles Andrew King, jr. 
Cadet Dana Palmer. 
Cadet Alexander Mccarrell Patch, jr. 
Cadet Charles ·Bishop Lyman. 
Cadet Robert Lily Spragins. 
Cadet George Washington Krapf. 
Cadet Charles Harrison Corlett. 
Cadet Hans Robert When t Herwig. 
Cadet Howard Calhoun Davidson. 
Cadet William Lynn Raberts. 
Cadet William Alexander l\IcCulloch. 
Cadet Berna1·d Peter Lamb. 
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Cadet William Augustus Ilafferty. 
Cadet Lathe Burton Row. 
Cadet John Flowers Crutcher. 

PRO iOTIONS IN T HE ARMY. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Daniel D . Pullen . 
Second Lieut. Carey H . Brown. 
Second Lieut. Oscar N . Sohlberg. 
Second Lieut. Beverly C. Dunn. 
Second Lieut. Donald H. Connolly. 
Second Lieut . Raymond F . Fowler. 
Second Lieut. David Mccoach, jr: 
Second Lieut. James G. B. Lampert. 
Second Lieut. Philip B. Flemin.;. 
Second Lieut. John W. Stewart. 
Second Lieut. Joseph C. l\Iehaffey. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 

To be captait1s. 

First Lieut. Albert S. Bowen. 
First Lieut. Ernest R. Gentry. 
First Lieut. Roy 0 . Heflebower. 
First Lieut. George 1\L Edwards. 
First Lieut. George B. Foster, jr. 
First Lieut. Joseph Casper. 
First Lieut. Henry Beeuwkes. 
First Lieut. Edward M. Welles, jr. 
First Lieut. Condon C. l\IcCornack. 
First Lieut. .William H. Thearle. 
First Lieut. Glenn I. Jones. 
First Lieut. George W. Coot. 
First Lieut. Charles C. Demmer. 
First Lieut. Charles T . King. 
First Lieut. Thomas H. Johnson. 
First Lieut. William H . Allen. 
First Lieut. Larry B. McAfee. 
First Lieut. Adam E. Schlanser. 
Jffrst Lieut. Carl E . Holmberg. 
First Lieut. Joh.!l P. Fletcher. 
~irst Lieut. Joseph E. Bastion. 
First Lieut. Thomas D. Woodson. 
First Lieut. Alexander T. Cooper. 
First Lieut. John T. Aydelotte. 
First Lieut. Taylor E . Darby. 
First Lieut. Thomas C. Austin. 
First Lieut. Mark D. Weed. 
First Lieut. Edward D. Kremers. 
First Lieut. Charles W . Haberkampf. 
First Lieut. Harry R. Beery. 
First Lieut. James R. Mount. 
First Lieut. Royal Reynolds. 
First Lieut. James S. Fox. 
First Lieut. Felix R. Hill. 
First Lieut. Ralph G. De Voe. 
First Lieut. Wayne H. Crum. 
First Lieut. John A. Burket. 
First Lieut. Wil>b E . Cooper. 
First Lieut. Thomas L. Ferenba ugh. 
First Lieut. William L . Sheep. 
First Lieut. Edgar C. Jones. 
First Lieut. Arthur 0. Davis. 
First Lieut. Floyd Kramer. 
First Lieut. Edward L. Napier. 
First Lieut. W. Cole Davis. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

To be first Ueutenants. 

Secon~ Lieut. Frank K. Chapin. 
Second Lieut. Henry L . Watson. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

First Lieut. Philip H. Worcester to be capta.tn. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ARKANSAS. 

N. J . Hazel, 1\Iarked Tree. 
COLORADO. 

W. J . Brown, Rocky Ford. 
DELA.WARE. 

Elijah E. Ca rey, Millsboro. 

ILLINOI S . 

Wilson M. Bering, Decatur. 
L . P. Cooper, E ast Alton. 
C. A. F letcher, Mendon. 
Frank J. Kelleher, Seneca. 
W. L. McCandless, P inckneyville. 
George P eter til, Ber wyn. 
H ugh C. Smith, L ake F orest. 
J ohn W . Starkey, Roodhouse. 
Charles J. Wightman, Grayslake. 

MA.INE. 

Frank T. Clarkson, Kittery P oint. 
R. T . Flavin, We t Paris. 
S. H. F rost, Pittsfield. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Adelia 1\I. Barrows, Hinsdale. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Haney Thomas, Atlantic City. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

T. F . Berney, Tower City. 
J ulia C. Gleason, Villanova. 
l\f. L. Griffin, Vandergrift Heights. 
J. C. Harding, Windber. 
Edward M. Hirsh, Tamaqua. 
James Kin<>'sbury, Pottsville. 
Frederick E. Obley, We.st Newton. 

Tl!:NNESSEE. 

W. J. Allen, Wartrace. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Oliver C. Sweeney, St. Marys. 

WITIIDRA WAL. 

Executive noniination withdrawn June 21, 1913. 
POSTMASTER. 

Herman H . Brodham to be postmaster at 1\Ianning, S. C. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, June 27, 1913. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N . Couden, D . D., offered the fol-

lowing prayer : 
We bless Thee, Almighty God, Father of all souls, that we can 

lay aside all political and religious differences and thus meet 
as brothers at the throne of grace, lifting up our hearts in 
unison to Thee for all the favors and blessings of the past, and 
with one accord seek Thy favor and Thy blessing upon the 
issues of this day, that they may be in accordance with Thy 
will. In the spirit of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approYed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of i.ts clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

S. 2517. An act providing for mediation, conciliation, and 
arbitration in controversies between certain employers and their 
employees. 

GETTYSBURG REUNION. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo r 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. FowLER] 
asks unanimous consent for the pre ent consideration of the 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
J oint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) appropriating $4,000 to defray travel

ing expenses of soldiers of the Civil War, now residing in the District 
of Columbia, from Washington, D. C., to Gettysburg, Pa., and return. 
Resolved, etc., That to def.ray the traveling expenses of all honorably 

discharged soldiers of the Civil War and of all soldiers of the Confed
erate armies who rendered honorable service therein, now re iding in 
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